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only a statement of what would be the fact any 
how, that the stock should be liable for the debts. 
I presume that the intention to make the indi- 
vidual stockholder liable for the amount of stock 


he holds—suppose him to hold $1,000 worth of 


stock, that that stock is to be first liable for debts, 
and then he is to be individuaily liable for one 
other $1,000. 

Mr. BRIGHT. He is clearly not to be liable 
beyond the amount of stock he may own at the 
time the liability takes place. As I stated, this is 
u copy prectsely of the charter which passed for 
the benefit of this city. 

Mr. PRATT. Then I do not see the use of the 
section at all; for the stockholder would be liable 
to the extent of his stock any how. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Then, as a matter of course 
the Senator ought not to object to it. No injury 

can result to the stockholder if that be the proper 
interpretation given to the section. 

Mr. PRATT. Everybody knows that to the 
extentof the stock of a corporation, in its corpo- 
rate capacity, the corporators are liable. If the 
bill intends now to create an individual liability 
beyond that corporate liability, that isa question 
which [ apprehend should be brought to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will state to the Senator that 
it does not, and was not so intended. Does the 
Senator object to the passage of the bill? Ifso, 1 
miust postpone its consideration until another day. 

Mr. PRATT. I do not. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Then I ask for its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. HAMLIN. This day was assigned for 
the consideration of the bill making indemnity for 
French spoliations. There is, however, another 
special order on which [ suppose the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Wane] is ready to speak. I therefore 
only desire to give notice that I hope, in the morn- 
ing hour, to-morrow morning, | may be able to ask 
and obtain a vote on the bill, or if not to-morrow, 
on the succeeding day. 

WILLIAM SENNA FACTOR. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Last Friday we passed a 
bill for the relief of William Senna Factor. I ob- 
serve that in the body of the bill the word * Billy” 
is used instead of William. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate that the bill may be amended 
by striking out ‘ Billy”? and inserting ** Wil- 
liam.’’ 

By unanimous consent, 
ordered to be made. 

CONTINGENT FUND OF THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, an- 
nouncing that the House had ree eded from their 
Ist, 3d, 4th, 5th, and 7th amendments; had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to their 6th 
amendment, and insisted upon their 2d amend- 
ment to the bill of the Senate **to regulate the 
disbursement of the contingent fund of thesSen- 
ate, and for other purposes.’”’ 


the amendment was 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to organize the Territory of Nebraska, the 
pending question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Cuase to strike out from section 14 the words: 

—‘* was superseded by the principles of the legislation of 
1850, commonly called the compromise measures, and— ”’ 

So that the clause will read: 


“That the Constitution, and all laws of the United States 
which are not locally inapplicable, shall have the same 
force and effect within the said Territory of Nebraska as 
elsewhere within the United States, except the eighth see - 
tion of the act preparatory to the admission of Missouri into 
the Union, approved March 6, 1820, which is hereby de- 
elared inoperative. ”? 


Mr. WADE. Mr. President, it is not without 
embarrassment that I rise to debate any question 
in the Senate of the United States, for it is well 
known that I lay no claims to being a debater of 


LT SS A ER in Te 


I have generally contented myself with the less 


ostentatious, but perhaps not less useful, duty of 


endeavoring to inform myself upon every ques- 
tion that presents itself, and attending to the affairs 
of the committees to which I| belong, leaving 
others to debate such questions as may from time 
to time arise. But on the present occasion, sir, I 
should be doing violence to my own feelings, and 
| should be recreant in the duty which | owe to the 
creat State which | in part represent, if I did not 
rise here, and endeavor, with what feeble powers 
lL possess, to stay the progress of the measure now 
under consideration; for, in my judgment, there, 


never has been a measure of more serious im- 
port to the people of the United States. J hope 
it will be debated by abler men than myself; | hope 


the enormities of the proposition will be set forth 
in colors that cannot be misunderstood here or 
elsewhere; for it involves a question of good faith, 
which, in my judgment, is material to the perpe- 
tuity of the union of these States. It can involve 
no less a consideration; for | do not believe, after 
such an act of perfidy committed in a y section ot 
the country, or by all sections of the country, that 
this Union can long survive it. 

I can remember when the Missouri compromise 
was entered into. I havesome recollection of that 
period, though | was then a very young man, and 
I can remember how anxiously the people of that 
part of the country to which I belong looked to 
the progress of that question through Congress. 
1 remember the fearful struggle that took place be- 
tween the different sections of thecountry,and how 
anxious our forefathers were lest it should prove 
utterly disastrous to the union of the States which 
they then cherished. That was some thirty-four 
years ago;and the Missouri compromise has been 
regarded, so far as | know, from that time to this, 
as having a character not muclhless important or 
sacred than that of the Constitution itself. During 
all that period of time until the present, | have not 
known a man bold enough to come forward and 
question its propriety, or move its repeal. And 
why is that movementmadenow? Whenlcame to 
this Congress I little thought that such a question 
would be precipitated upon the people. We passed 
through a sectional excitement, which some be- 
lieved endangered the union of these Siates, in 
1850. I had no serious ap »prehensions at that time; 
but many good men—many eminent statesmen, 
thought there was danger. The excitement, how- 
ever, subsided, and good feeling was restored be- 
tween all sections. A time of pence, we were 
told, had come; and for the four Inst years I have 
heard but little else from the political press than 
that these dangerous, difficult, and delicate ques- 
tions had heen all settled, to the mutual satisfaction 
of everybody, and were to be concurred in and 
abided by at all hazards. They were to be a final- 
ity; and were not to be questioned, here or else- 
where. In this all the Government organs 
curred; and from day to day, 
papers s have set forth the glories of the compro- 
mise of 1850, and hurled anathemas at any that 
should question its propriety in any particular. 

Why is it, then, that at this time it is not only 
called in question, but a more sacred compromise, 
that lies far back, is called up and questioned, 
that it may be annulled? What has transpired ? 
What new light has burst forth upon the people 
of the United States, that they come forward 
at this time and demand this great and hazardous 
measure? I should like to hear from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories what new 
light has burst on these United States that re- 
quires this new clause in the bill which he report- 
ed? We all know that it is not a year since 
a bill to establish a territorial government in 
Nebraska passed very quietly through the House 
of Representatives, and came into this body; and 
that when the time of the Congress was cut short 
by the Constitution, the chairman of the com- 
mittee was on his feet urging the Senate, at the top 
of his voice, to pass that bill. Did it occur to 
him then that the legislation of 1850 had super- 
seded and annulled the great compromise of 1826)? 


con- 
1 believe, all such 
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heard the President of this body, 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Arenison,] who 
lives in that of the country, in his own 
person taking the benefit of that compromise. I 
recollect very well what he said upon the subject, 
and no man could be more vigilant than he was to 
find some crevice through which 
from the compromise. But he told you that he 
had considered it well; he told you that he had 
looked all around it, and he said he saw that it 
was all wron® He affirmed that we had 
mitted two great errors; first, when we permitted 
the ordinance of 1787 to beapplied, and, secondly, 
when the Missouri compron nise was passed; 


the honorable 


section 


' 
he could escape 


com- 


but 
tney are that 
are trremediable, and they must stand. I submit 
to them, for there is no getting out of them, and 
therefore | am willing to pass the bill. 

[ ask again, then, what new light has sprung 
up? - heard all that the chairman of the commit- 
tee had to say on that but | am in 
Then why, sir, lagain ask, has he 
introduced a clause wh ich is calculated 
the Union to madness? Can any reason be given 
for it that did not exist on the 4th of March le 
when he was urging us to pass the bill 
the exceptionable clause? No, sir; su 


he said these things are done, facts 


subject, stll 
darkness. 


to excite 


st, 
“wen out 
no, . Ifany 


such reason exists he has failed to tell us what tt 


is. Whence shall we seek for knowledge, since 
the committee has failed to enlighten us? If no 
reason can be fiven, we may ask, what motive 


irdous? When men 
their motives, we are 
of their conduct: and 
we seek to satisfy our craving for know ledge by 
tracking out the manner in which they have ar- 
rived at their conclusions. If there had been any 
reason that would bear the licht for the clause 
which is now exciting so much attention, might 
we not reasonably have expected to find it in the 
deliberate report that the committee had given us? 
Mr. President, this conspiracy to overturn this 
old time-honored compromise, this old guarantee 
of liberty, is not yet six weeks old. 
hatehed somewhere within that time. 
going to look back into the history of the opin- 
of the chairman of the committee, for I 
know that they have been exceedingly mutable. 
I know, at Chicago, some years ago, he preached 
a doctrine not precisely in accordance with what 
he has lately preached here. But that is entirely 
unimportant. Ido not now —_— to show what 
his opinions are or have been; but here we have 
the authentic account of opinions, that some Sen- 
ators entertained at the time the report was made. 
Before [ quote from this document, may I be 
permitted ask whether they believed, at the 
time they made that report, that the levislation of 
1850 superseded the old compromise of 1820? Did 
any such idea enter into their imagination? No, 
sir; notatall. They placed the bill that they then 
reported upon entirely different grounds; and 
although they had occasion to remark upon this 
same question, they said it was an important and 
delicate one, that eminent statesmen had not dared 
to touch, and they would not do it. That is the 
sense and spirit of what is contained in the report 
of the committee. They say, on these subjects: 
‘“They involve the same grave issues w! 
the agitation, the sectional strife, and the fearful struggle of 
1850. As Congress deemed it wise and prudent to refrain 
from deciding the matters in controversy then, either by af 
firming or repealing the Mexican laws, or by an act declar 
atory of the true intent of the Constitution, and the extent 
of the protection afforded by it io slave property in the Ter 
ritories, sO your CcOmmuttee are not prepared now to recom 
mend a departure from the course pursued on that memor 
able occasion, either by affirming or repealing the eighth 
section of the Missouri act, or by any act declaratory of the 
meaning of the Constitution in respect to the legal points in 
dispute.” 


could prompt a sten so haz 
will not frankly dis 


driven to an examination 


‘lose 


It has been 
[ am not 


Ions 


to 


ich produced 


That, Mr. President, is what that committee 
thought about four weeks ago. They had no 
doubt deliberated upon this subject, and in this 


report we have the joint wisdom of the whole com- 
mittee embodied, far for I have 
heard no dissent from it. They reported a bill in 


s0 as 


we k now, 


accordance with that opinion; and is it not strange, 


general measures that come under consideration. || | heard no such statement at that time; but I \| unaccountably strange, that these experienced gen- 
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tlemen, statesinen, and Senators should have en- 
tirely ¢ shanged their ground, and assigned no reason 


for the change? Within less than twenty ¢ 
afterwards they get the bill recommiutted to hoe 
selves, but they have made no additional report. 


‘They do not tell us why they have chanved their 
is, or that any extraordinary occurrence has 
authorized the change which has been made in the 
amended bill, which now contains the very pro- 
vision which ‘they before stated they carefully re- 
frained from touching. But, sir, notwithstanding 
their extraordinary silence, they have discovered 
that the legislation of 1850 had, in some mysterious 
manner, super rseded the most stern and stubborn 
law of Congress, which was formed upon a com- 
promise as sacred as could be made between con- 
flicting sections of this Union, and concurred in on 
all hands for at least one third of a century; and 
yet they flippantly tell us that it is all overturned, 
superseded by the compromise legislation of 
1850, and hence they embodied this provision in 
their bill, and ask for its passage. Now, as a 
lawyer, 1 bardly know what a man means when 
he tells me that an act of legislation is superseded 
by a principle. Lthought it took an act of Con- 
gress to repeal, or annul, or suspend, a former act. 
I did not understand how that could be done by a 
principle. Ido not kaow, however, but there may 
be some new means discovered by which a stub- 
born law of Congress—one of the most solemn 
acts of legislation, hardly less solemn than the 
Constitution of the United States itself—m: iy be 
annulled, and repealed, and suspended, by a princi- 
ple whic h some gentlemen pretend to have found 


minds, 


all 


in the legislation of 1850, calied ** the compro- 
mise;’? legislation in which not a single principle 


can be made out, as [ will attempt, 
snow, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I can save the gentleman the 
necessity of arguing upon a point upon w hich he 
is evidently laboring under a misapprehension. 1 
stated distinctly, the other day, that my position 
was: That so far as the country covered by the 
Missour! compromise was embraced within the 
limits of Utah and New Mexico, the acts of 1850, 
in regard to those Territories, rendered the Mis- 
sourl compromise pennant, and that so far as 
the territory covered by the Missouri compromise 
was not embraced in those acts, it was superseded 
by the great principle then established. In other 
words, [ contend that by the acts of 1850 a great 
principle of self government was substituted for a 
geographical line; and hence, by the use of the 
words ** superseded by,’’ 1 mean which was * in- 
consistent with”? the compromise of 1850. If the 
gentleman prefers the words inconsistent with,’ 
{will put them in with a great deal of pleasure, 
and that will avoid all the trouble in regard to the 
use of the word §¢ supe »rsede,’? 

Mr. WADE. TheSenator made a very simple 
declaration in his speech upon this point, and | 
have it here. After all the verbiage of the speech 
of the honorable Senator from Illinois, it is sum- 
moned up finally in one idea, and he says so him- 
self. He says upon this point: 


Sir, in order to avoid any misconstruetion, T will state 
more distincily what my precise idea is upon this point. So 
far as the Utah and New Mexico bills incinded the territory 
which had been subject to the Missouri compromise pro 
Vision, to that extent they absolutely annulled the Missouri 
compromise. As to the unorganized territory not covered 
by those bills. it was superseded by the principles of the 
compromise of 1850. We all Know that the object of the 


compromise measures of 1850 was to establish certain great 


principles, which would avoid the slavery agitation in all 
tume to come. Was our object simply to provide for atem- 
porary evil?”? &e. 

That, he says, was his precise idea. It was that 
the icssaek; caren was annulled to the ex- 
tent to which Congress, in running the boundary 
lines of New Mexico and Utah, might take forthe 
sake of convenience any little piece of territory 

which was covered by the Missouri compromise. 
That certainly was a truism; but the idea that the 
; to organize Utah and New Mexico repealed 
or superseded the Missouri compromise as to the 
remainder of the territopy acquired by the Louisi- 
ana cession, isan idea from which I am glad to see 
that the gentleman now recedes. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Notat all. . 

Mr. WADE, Well, the Senator says he does 
not recede from his former position. What does 
he mean, then, by saying that the Missouri com- 
promise was superseded by the principles of the 
compromise measures of 1850? Suppose } you run 
a line with your neighbor, and the line has become 


very soon, to 


acts 
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uncertain, and in order to straighten it you run 
BMnorlier, 
Suny 
you mi y ieave cut 


nd in running this other line may pos- 


little land that belonged 
5) 


a fiutl 


take ina to him, or 
rtoyourselt; but 
nd then after you straighten it, 
nmoyou find you entered wroi efully on his land, the 
principles of running that line superseded his ude 
to the balance, and eee you can lay tile to 
the whole of his land, if [ understand the gentle- 
man; for he says he a not recede from the po- 
sitions taken in his bill—not in his report, for it is 
said he never would give such an opinion, 
Iie informed us, in the report, that there was a 
matter too grave even lor Congress to decide, and 
much for a committee, and therefore 
ney would not do it; and yet im nineteen days 
afterwards they come in with what is equivalent 
tlof the cor npromise, 
President, 


e belongin 


ine, & 


you make a 


there 


too grave 


to a total rene 
Now Mr. 
, 


was superseded 


I want to know if that act 
wif that legislation was Inconsistent 


with this, or if it furnished any occasion — when 
all sections of the country are at peace, when 


everything is progre 
and a state of entire 


ssing to the satisfaction of all, 
eood feeling hetween all sec- 
tions happens to exist —for throwing a firebrand 
in here at this time iknow not what the mo- 
tive can be. | care but like what itis. Thedele- 
terious effects of this attempt to repeal that 
promise will be felt, not only now, but | 
the present generation are in their ¢ 

I will not answer for the consequences of the 
legislation of this day, but Lanxiously desire to 
inquire if nothing can be established in this Gov- 
ernment? Is there 


com- 
after 
rave: 


Siry 


nothing too sacred to be over- 


hauled for some miserable party or other rpose? 
Who was it that had the settlement o » Mis- 
sourl compromise at the time it was nd: Was 


it done 
present 
viants 


by statesmen inferior to those of the 
veneration: I think not; for there were 
in those days, as great those of the 
There, sir, stood John C. Calhounin the 
Cabinet, advising upon that act. ‘There, too, was 
Mr. Crawford, and there was Mr. John Quincy 
Adams. I think that they might, with rea 
able propriety, be adjudged to comprehend the 
work they were doing. 


as 


present. 


sone 


Again I say to my friends from the South, who 
with me have fought many a political battle 
shoulder to shoulder—though fur distant from 
each other—-who have triumphed in a mutual 
triumph—even though we 9 to elect your 
great chief, [referring to Mr. Clay,] when we 
attempted to elevate him, as he deserved, to the 


highest office in the world, that he, too, took part 
in this compromise, and [ am mortfied to see 
that his successors here are endeavoring to blot 
out the work that his patriotism had pectormad. 
Why, sir, he is scarcely in his grave before an- 
other generation comes up that knows not what 
he had done, and some even pretend that in what 
he himself did, in 1850, he seemed to concede that 
the compromise of 1820 was not to be lived up to. 
I was not here in 1850, but I have read the de- 
bates of that period, and [ have endeavored to 


inform myself on that subject; and I tell the gen- 
tlemen, notwithstanding al they may argue and 
all they may say on this subject, there is not a 


word, nor a syllable, that zoes to indicate that any 
one suj yposed that anything was done then to 
overthrow the time-honored compromise of 1820. 
Not one word, sir; but, on the contrary, if they 
could recur to this compromise, they indorsed it 
and reaffirmed it in 1850 beyond all gainsaying. 
No doubt of it. Sir, | was amazed when | heard 
the chairman of this committee stand forth here, 
and pretend that in some manner the legislation of 
1850 had superseded the compromise of 1820, 
and that the Missourt line was blotted out, or re- 
pudiated; when, on the contrary, so careful were 
they in all their legislation not to touch it at all, 
that they referred to it in terms, and reconfirmed 
and reestablished it. I will not take up the time 
of the Senate by reading that provision, although 
I have it here, for | presume every one has read 
it. By the resolutions annexing Texas, the Mis- 
sourt compromise line was alluded and in 
terms maintained. The provision was, that in the 
territory above 36° 30! there should neither 
slavery nor Involuntary servitude, for the 
commission of crime. ’ pressly 
referred to the line of 36°30’ as the Missouri \ 
promise line. Then to make assurance doubly 
sure, in the compromise bill organizing New 
Mexico, that legislation is referred to, and it is 


to, 


be 
excent 
I} mantaiane oe 

rose resoiurions eX 


com- 
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said there shall be nothing so construed as 
pair that clause. 


to im- 
So far, then, from overiurning 
superseding it in any pos ssible Way, they 
most de! iberately turn their attention to it, and for 
fearany construction of the kind might be drawn, 
such as the Senator now sees fit to draw, they 
made a stern provision against it. 
But, sir, | need not refer further to the speech 
of the Senator from Illinois. My colleague [ Mir. 
Cuase} so entirely peerage that speech that 
there is not enough of it left upon which a man 
ran possibly hang anidea. [Laughter.] In fact, 
shane was nothing to begin with; and surely there 
is nothing left of it. It was a bare afterthought, 
permit me After the report of the com- 
mittee had been made, and the bill had been al- 
tered, it was necessary to get up some other reason 
or pretext than was set forth in the report, in order 
to show why it was popes to repeal the Mis- 
souri compromise. | do not like to be uncharita- 
ble—I do not like to be compelled to argue in that 
way; but when I see these crooked tracks, what 
inference can I draw? Most assuredly, that the 
committee had no determinate, settled purpose as 
to the necessity of altering this compromise when 
they first reported. ‘They had no good and suifi- 
cient reason to propose a repeal of it; for if they 
had they would have said so at once. Now, how 
are we to view this matter? Can we view it in 
anv other light? 
Here isa Territory large as an empire; as large, 
I believe, as all the free Statestogether. Itis pure 
as nature; it is beautiful as the garden of God. 
There is nothing now to prevent us doing with it 
what will minister to the best interests of the peo- 
ple now and hereafter. Our forefathers expressed 
their opinion as to what was best to be done with 
it. They believed it should be fenced up from the 
intrusion of this accursed scourge of mankind, 
human slavery. They have done this effectually 
in this Territory. Shall we undo their work ? 
The southern States have had the benefit of the 

lissouri compromise, and I now appeal to my 
eden Whig friends whether we of the North 
did not pledge our constituents that you were 
honorable men; that you would stand by all the 
cuarantees of the Constitution, and all the duties 

vhich properly devolve upon you; and that, above 
all, the chivalry of the South would never be at- 
te mpted, by any fancied or real interest, toabandon 
the terms of any compact, when they had received 
the benefit on their side, and when its terms re- 
main to be fulfilled by them. 

This is a doctrine which I have frequently 

preached. M y amazement was very great when 

| heard that any of these gentlemen were in coun- 

cil with the enemy. I feared that something had 
taken place which ought not to have taken place. 

{ felt strong in heart to appeal to them against any 

fancied interest which they might conceive them- 

selves to have, for their duty is plain and palpa- 

ble. Did not our forefathers make a compact? 

Did they not make it aftera fearful struggle which 

was dangerous to this Union? I say, was there 

not such a compact made? And in the whole his- 

tory of our legislation, I appeal to you, has there 
ever been one more sacred or more binding upon 
_. Have you, southern Senators, not had the 

fuli benefit of it?) Have you not enjoyed it now 

for thirty years? Has any northern man step ped 

forward to impair your 1 rights in that compromise? 

No, sir, it is not pretended; and now the period is 

drawing near when that part of this great bar- 

cain Which ts benefic ‘ial to us at the North is ap- 

proachhye, and [call upon you as honorable men 

to falfill¥it. Shrink not from it. Do not tell me 

that your constituents will not sanction you in 
doing what you know to be right. I believe that 
your constituents are honorable men. I believe 
they will understand the motives which impel you 
to do your duty, notwithstanding you might have 
some fancied inteene e the other way. The Sen- 

ator from Kentucky [Mr. Dixon] told us that this 
came from the North, and therefore the South 
were absolved from their obligation. I must say 
I think you understand well that the North know 
nothing about this base conspirac y to betray 
them. When did itcomeup? Did you let it go 
before the they might pass upon the 
sir, in the Presidential elec- 

the Democracy were, I ask 

North, suppose you had 


it, or 


to say. 


neo ile, th rt 
i : 


Why, 
tion, triumphant as 
any gentleman of the 


q! iestion ? 


staked the election of Mr. Pierce upon this ques- 
tion, 


how many votes could he have received in 
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the North ? Not one, You rave ues no notice of 
any such thing. ‘The people of the North, even 
now, do not Know what nefarious projects are 
afoot here in the Capitol. You of the South are 


bee: 


stand 


not absolved, 
honorable men, 
ready to -o mM 
tion.’’ 


1use one or two men, 


very 
; J 
nere and say 


forth “Tam 
and mate this monstrous proposi- 
Sir, in the davs of the Revolution, Major 
Andre was hung by the neck until he was dead, 
for accepting a not more base than 
this, which is a gross betrayal of the rights of the 
whole North. And yet that is the only reason 
which the Senator from Kentucky gives why he 
should vote for this bill. He will not pretend to 
tell us that he would abrogate and violate the great 
pledge which has been kept on the part of the 
North, unless northern men stood here authorized, 
as he thinks, to relieve them from that pledge. I 
tell him that they are not authorized to do any 
such thing. I tell him that those whose agents 
they are, know nothing about this, and do not 
know what treason to the Northis hatching here. 

My colleague stated the other day that it was a 
matter of fact, which everybody knew, that the 
peculiar interest which we had at the North to 
prevent slavery encroaching upon this great Terri- 
tory, Is, that the moment you cover it over with 
persons occupying the relation of master and slave, 
the free man of the North cannot go there. He 
announced that great truth in this body. Gentle- 
men know it to bea truth, and they do not gain- 
say it. Gentlemen know that the high-minded 
free man of the North, although not blessed with 
property, has nevertheless a soul, and that he can- 
not stoop to labor side by side with your misera- 
ble serf. He never has done it—he never will do 
it. Jt was an unlucky word from the geutleman 
from Kentucky when he said, if he cannot labor 
in that way, let him go somewhere else. Is that 
the democracy of the Chairman of the Committee 
Territories? Let him tell the yeomanry of Ili- 
nois—the hard-fisted laboring man of that great 
State—that this is the principle upon which he 
acts; that this Territory is to be covered over with 
slaves and with masters, and that his proud con- 
stituency are to go out there and work side by 
side, degrading themselves by working upon a 
level with your miserable slaves. Let himdo so, 
and it is a declaration which I think will tingle in 
the ears of Democracy, and the people will come 
to understand that you are legislating for the priv- 
ileged aristocracy of the South, to the exclusion of 
the whole North. 

How is this? Wearetold that the slaveholder 
must go into this Territory. Why? Because, says 
the gentleman from Kentucky, it belongs to the 
States, and those who hold ‘slaves have just as 
good a ritht to immigrate into it and take their 
property with them, as any other person has. 
Now, we have seen that these two interests are 
antagonistical; they cannot both stand together. 
If you take your slaves there, I tell you the proud 
laborer of the North, although he has no capital, 
except his ability to craw from the earth his sup- 
port by honorable labor, will never consent to work 
side by side with your miserable serf and slave. 
Then, there being an antagonism between these 
two principles, which is greatest in numbers? 
According to the present census, all the slave- 
holders in the United States do not amount to 
four hundred thousand. What number of free 
laborers are there who ought to have the benefit of 
this great Territory? Probably fully thirteen mil- 
lions are to be offset against about four hundred 
thousand. If you take any considerable number 
of slaves into this Territory,you as effectually blast 
and condemn it for all the purposes of free immi- 
gration as though you should burn it with fire and 
brimstone, as 
consumed. 


propositir 


on 


Sodom and Gomorrah were once 

Every man understands this. 
Immigration does not go into slave States. 

micration cannot abide there. 


Im- 
But is there any 


constitutional difficulty upon this subject? Sena- 
tors from the South say they can go into this Ter- 
ritory and take their property with them. Now 


why should they be let in there with what they 


call their property? Am I obliged, as a mem- 
ber of the Government of the United States, to 


ac- 


knowledge your title toa slave? No, sir, never. 
Before | would do it, : would expatriate myself; 
for Lam a believer in the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence. lL believe that it wes a declaration from 


Almighty God, that all men are created free and 
equal, and have the same inherent rights. But, 
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to which £ belone does not anywhere compel any 
man toacknowledve the title of any persan to a 
slave. If you own him, you own him by virtue 
positive law in yourown States, with which | have 
nothing to doe, and with which | never have had 
anything to do. Sir, | hear the gent n fro. 
South Carolina {Mr. Bur.er] taiking to the Sen- 


ator from Kentucky, {Mr. Dixon,] and | wish it to 
vo forth that the gentleman from South C: 
Says, whys 
the slave? 

a = 


irolina 
should not the free laborer work with 
Is he not his equal? Is that the opin- 


the chairman of the committee. 


. DIXON. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask a question ? 
Mr. WADE. Yes, sir; and your associate, too, 
{[Mr. Burier. | 
Mr. DIXON. The Senator, if 1 understood 
him, said he was a believer in the Declaration of 


Independence, and in the doctrines 0 
declare that all men are equal. Does the Senator 
mean thatthe slave is equal to those free laborers 
that he sneaks of in the North? 


f God, which 


Mr. WADE. Goon. 

Mr. DIXON. I desire him to answer that 
question. 

Mr. WADE. Certainly; certainly. The slave, 


in my judgement, is equal to anybody else, but is 
deeraded b 'y the nefarious acts and selfishness of 
the master, who compels him, by open force and 
without right, to serve him alone. That, sir, is 
my doctrine. When you speak of equality before 
the law, or equality before the Almighty God, I 
do not suppose you [addressing him self to re 
Dixon] st tand one whit higher than the meane 
slave you have. That ismy judgment, and prob- 
ably itis the judgment that you will understand in 
the last day, though you will not understand i 
before. _ 


Mr. DIXON. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask another question ? 

Mr. W ADE. Yes, sir; as many as you please. 

Mr. DIXON. Dees the Senator consider the 


free negroes in his State as equal to the free white 
peor ple? 

Mr. WADE. Yes. Why not equal? Do they 
not all have their life from Almighty God; do not 
they hold it of his tenure? When you speak of 
wealth, riches, and influence—if that is what you 
mean—they are generally poor, without influence, 
perhaps des pised among us as well as with you; 
but that does not prevent that equi ality of w hich | 
spe: ak. I say, in the language of the Dec laration 
of Independence, that they were ‘* created equal,’ 
and you have trampled them un ider piace mi de 
them apparently unequal by your own wrong. 
That is all there is of 1t. That is my doctrine. | 
do not go into the States, be it known; 
went there to ask any questions of you; 
lieve your legislation is all wrong, : 
for you, even, as it is for your slaves; for when I 
contrast the prosperity of the States where this 
wrong and outrage is indulged in with the pros- 
perity of those where the free and just principles 
of the North prevail, what is the manifestat ion of 
these prine siples upon the apparent welfare of the 
societies in whic h they prevail? This its a ques- 
tion which, if it were not involved in this contro- 
versy, I should not argue at all: for 1 do not wish 
to do any thing which will excite ill feeling here: 
but I eannot shrink from anything that is pertinent 
to the issue. The question is whether, in that fair 
field, large as a continent, we shall now plant hu- 
man slavery: or whether we shall leave it as our 
forefathers left it—fenced out forever hereafter 
That brings up the whole question. If slavery is 
richt—if it comports with the best interests of man- 
kind, slavery unquestionably should be fostered, 
encourened: and upheld by our levislation. 
with you there, if you will meet me 
issue. 


I never 
but I 
ind as wrong 


be- 


lam 
upon that 
If you will make it appear that your prin- 
€ iple works better than our 
it into Nebraska, 
the earth; 


let us not only carry 
but let us carry it to the ends of 
let us send missionaries out to herald 
ivery, and intro- 
» it into countries where it does not now exist 
if you can find such. Iam for doing the greatest 
eoad to mankind. 

But how is Look at the 
herself. It is not more than 
hardly has the age of one man pn 
the Old Dominion was a head and shoulders 
higher, in every partic ular, than any State in this 
Union, not only in the number of her population, 


forth the blessings of human si: 


duce 


this? Old Dominion 


S!Ixtyv years 


issed away since 


arg 


I A ) BE 
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ner riche d we rn ned the imine rlance 
of all that nertained to he: Wi ' e 
time your Cor auton med, so it 
was that Edm an h, I think it 1 1S, 
re sed to y the ¢ tite of the Un ed 
States, alleging as a reason that it w all wrong 
‘The Siate of New York, said he, will nave as 
much influence in the Senate of the United States 
as Virginia itself, under this Constitution. It is 


all wrong. 
the 


The small! States will be ona par W ith 


large States. It ouehr to be rrounded, eit! 


upon property, or upon the number of white male 
inhabitants. 

‘That is what he said at the time, and tl 
the condition of things at the-time. Now look on 
old Virginia. 


of this continent? 


mat was 
Does she not lie in the fairest part 
Is there any other Sthte that 
exceeds her in the fertility of her soil,in the salu- 
brity of her climate, in ‘all that pertains t 
material welfare of man? No State in this Union 
probably could compare with her. And now, 
during one age of man, how does she rank aceord- 
Ing to the Why, from number one 
she hassunk to number five. What has produced 
this? That statesmanship of which she 
boasts so much, and upon which she sometimes, 
as | think, takes airs to herself? 
ciple? Have your 
advanced you thus? 


i the 


last census? 


—— 
great 


Is that the prin- 
principles of statesmanship 
Why, Sir, your Statesman- 


ship is Afrieanized, and you want to Africanize 
this whole Territory. That is what yon are after; 
and if itis right, you should do it. But, really, 


the policy of this Government now differs but a 
little from whatit is in Africa, from Guinea to Tim- 
bie We are the same in principle. 
‘There they are opposed to any general system of 
internal improvement; they are op posed to any 
general system of education. | do not know that 
= y carry it quite as far as they do in some other 

aces, where they whip and imprison women who 
ea ake to teach the poor. 


' 
too. avout 


l am not quite cer- 
tain that they undertake to carry it to that extent; 
but, nevertheless, so far they go side by side; and 
when you come to raising children forthe market, 
they can vie well with each other. But they seek 
to extend the market for human beings: and hence 
the object of this bill. Their ob ject is to enhance 
and extend this market; and I say it does not 
consist with the welfare of this ule to do so. 
I say that to fill the interior of this continent with 
that kind of chattels is to blast the fairest pros- 
pects of every man who has ever entertained the 
highest hopes of the paar of his country, and 
hence it is that I stand here as one to oppose it. 
You may call me an Abolitionist if you will; I 
care but little for that; for if an undying hatred to 
slavery or oppression constitutes an A Abolitionist, I 
am that Abolitionist. If man’s determination, at 
all times and at all hazards, to the last extremity, 
to resist the extension of slavery, or ‘ 
tyranny, constitutesan Abolitionist, I, oe God, 
believe myself to be that Abolitionist. So J 
taught, and [ shall not probably very soon swerve 
from the faith of my forefathers in this particul; ir. 
It is idle to ery ** Abolition”’ To me it is 
an honorable name. Not, sir, that I ever went 
with that particular party; but I did not differ from 
them on these points; but because they did not 
make their opposition effectucl, in my judgment; 
for | would have gone with those who w ould have 
reached your institutions, wherever the Constitu- 
tion gave us a right to reach them, without en- 
trenching one hair’s breadth where we had no 
right. There! do not undertake, and never sha!l 
undertake, to trench, upon them. T admit that in 
the States you have full control over it. You may 
do with it as seems to you good. You never 
found me, you never found the party to which l 
belong in the North, pretending to do anything 
adverse te vour right to makesuch laws and recula- 
tions with regard to this institution please. 
We hoped, like all other men, that you would see 
that the system did not work to your best advant- 
we were in hopes you would that a 
gradual system of emane ipation, just such as made 
the ‘difference bet the progress of 
State of New York ; 


up ever y 


any other 


to me. 


as you 


foe: 
é 


see 
vast ween the 
and ol¢ Virginia, would wake 
ible man to follow in the track, and 
We hoped that, but we claimed 
You must do with this as 


sens 
to do like Wis se. 
no right to interfere. 
you good. 
Mr. President, that this question has 
risen here now, for I believe all will bear me wit- 
ness that I have not been factious here. 


seems ty 


I revret, 


From 
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the first day I took my seat in this body, resolu- 
touching slavery, in a manner exceedingly 
offensive to men of the North, were urged upon 
us day after day, week after week, and mouth 


afi well calculated to stir the blood of a 


tions 


ter mouth, 


northern man, and yet [sat under it. While it 
was a matter in the abstract, | cared nothing 
about it. Your finality resolutions that were 
ebated here so long, all that you could say 
here or elsewhere, your determinations to resist 
all agitation of this subject, never stirred me to 


opposition; but when you come in here, by law 
attempting to legalize slavery in half a 
nent, and to bring it into this Union in that 
way, and when, in doing so, you are guilty of 
the greatest perfidy you can commit, I must 
enter my indignant snag against it. Sir, what 
will be the consequence of passing this bill? Does 
not any man see that its first effect will be to ren- 
der all future compromises absolutely ridiculous 
and impossible? for if one as solemnly entered into 
as this, as faithfully lived up to as this, shall be 
thus wantonly broken down, how, when a matter 
difference between us, shall we 
compromise it?) Shall we have any faith in each 
other? No, sir; no. Where is your compromise 
of 1850?) Why it is just as effectually gone ast he 
compromise you now seek to repeal, They 
stand together. One ruarantees the other. j 
are linked together by the same legislation, ‘To 
repudiate one is to repudiate both. And do you 
believe, sir, that we shall keep our hands otf bs ut 
portion of the legislation of 1850 upon which the 
South now relies as giving an equal chance for 
slavery in New Mexico and Utah, and which is 
exceedingly offensive to the North, as that was 
free country when we conquered it?) Suppose a 
prodigious excitement pervades all the northern 


a 


conti- 


of again arises 


hoth 


vriey 


Stutes. Suppose they come in here to say to 
the South: ** You have led the way in repudi- 
ating compromises, and, as there is no further 


trust to be reposed in one section of the country or 
the other, we sternly demand a repeal of all those 
Jaws which are for your benefit,as you have gone 
foremost in doing away with that portion which 
were made for us. What shall then be said? 
What plea can you put in to me, when I come 
here backed by my constituents, demanding that 
now, inasmuch as the South have come upas one 
man and have taken away all the guarantees on 
which we and our forefathers relied to guard 
this great domain against the encroachments of 
slavery, inasmuch as it has been ruthlessly tram- 
pled under foot by a few treacherous men not 
consulting with their constituents, that you shall 
repeal all the compromise laws, the fugitive slave 
lnw included, which you hold of consequence to 
you? Has any northern man offered such a 
proposition? [know you compl: ined that we do 


not submit with as much resignation to your 
fugitive bill as you would be glad to see. Well, 


sir, we do not. I agree to that. Why do we 
not? It is because the northern mind, imbued 
with the principles of liberty, is unable to see the 
force of your claim and title to the slave. I grant 
that the Constitution of the United States contains 
what you call a compromise; but it is scarcely 
more sacred than the one under consideration. 
So fur as the inclinations of the people will go, so 
far as their feelings will go, you have a faithful 
execution of that law; but if you 
against which human nature itself revolts, you 
must take it with such objections as naturally will 
arise. In general your law has been enforced; but 
what will be said when you have thrown down 
the gauntlet on the other side, and told usthat com- 
promises for our benefit mean nothing at all? 
Have you not got now three slave States out of 
the Louisiana purchase nearly as large as the rest 
of that territory, and are you not enjoying it? ore 
any man from the North ever said it should ! 
taken from you? No, sir; not a lisp of it, es a 
word of it. Is not freedom to be considered as 
well as slavery? 

But, sir, I would rather put this question on 
broader principles than these compacts, sacred as 
they are, and from which no man who violates 
them can escape with honor. However, as Ihave 
intimated already, this is a great question of human 
rights. Now, if there is not re: illy any difference 
between liberty and slavery, then all that our 
fathers have done; all that the Declaration of In- 
dependence has set forth; all the legislation in 
England and in this country to further and guar- 


demand that | 


antee the principles of human liberty, are a mere 
nullity, and ought not to be lived up to. ‘This 
muy , but we have been taught differently. 
Gentlemen have argued this question as though 

it were a matter of entire indifference whether the 
continent isto be overrun with slavery, or whether 
itis to be settled by freemen. I know that those 
who hold slaves may have an interest in this ques- 


be so 


tion; but when you consult this matter in the light 
of States, or communities, there can be but one 
answer to it. Ifthereis any other, asI said before, 


if both areto stand and fare alike, then human lib- 
erty is a humbug, and tyranny ought to be the 
order of the day. But, Mr. President, this 1s also 
an exceedingly dangerous issue. | know the Sen- 
ator trom Kentucky said he did not think there 
would be very much of a storm after all. He was 
of opinion that the northern mind would imunedi- 
ately lie down under it, that the North would do 
as they have frequently done, submit to it, and 
finally become indifferent in regard to it. But 1 
tell the gentleman that | see indications entirely 
adverse to th it. | see a cloud,a little bigger now 
than a man’s hand, gathering in the north, and in 
the west, and all around, and soon the whole 
northern heavens will be lighted up with a fire that 
you cannot quench. ‘The indications of it are rife 
now in the heavens, and any man who is not blind 
can see it. ‘Vhere are meetings of the people in 
all quarters; they express their alarm, their dis- 
may, their horror at the proposition which has 
been made here. You cannot make them believe 
that the thing is seriously contemplated here. 
How is it? Youof the South, all of you, propose 
to go for repudiating this obligation. Do you not 
see that you are about to bring slavery and free- 
dom face to face, to grapple for the victory, and 
that one or the other must die? I do not know 
that | ought to regret it, but I say to gentlemen 
you are antedating the time when that must come. 
It has always been my opinion that penis sO 
enurely in opposition to each other, so utterly hos- 
tile and irreconcilable, could never exist long in the 
sume Government. But, sir, with mutual for- 
bearance and good will, with no attempt on either 
side to take the advantage of the other, perhaps 
we might have lived in happiness and peace for 
many years; but when you come boldly forth to 
overthrow the time-honored guarantees of liberty, 
you show us that the principles of slavery are ag- 
gressive, incorrigibly aggressive; that they can no 
more be at ease than can a guilty conscience. If 
you show us that—and you are fast pointing the 
road to sucha state of things —how can it be other- 
wise than that we must meet each other as ene- 
mies, fighting for the victory; for the one or the 
other of these prine iples must prevail. 

I tell you, sir, if you precipitate such a conflict 
as that, it will not be liberty that will die in the 
nine teenth century. No, sir, that will not be the 
party that must finally knock under. This is a 
progressive age; and if you will make this fight, 
you must be ready for the consequences. I re- 
gret it. Jam an advocate for the continuance of 
this Union; but as 1 have already s said, I do not 
believe this Union can survive ten years the act 
of perfidy that will repudiate the great compro- 
mise of 1820. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Sen- 
ate upon this subject. Perhaps | Have said all 
that | have to say upon it. I wished to enter my 
protest against this act. I wished to wash my 
hands clean of this nefarious conspiracy to trample 
on the rights of freemen, and give the asc endency 
to slavery. I could not justify my course to my 
constituents without having done so to the utmost 
of my ability; and having done so, I shall leave 
this issue to you to say whether it is safe, right, 
and reasonable for any ‘fancied advantage, to incur 
such enormous perils. 

| know gentlemen think all iscalm, and I know 
they will preach peace. I wish there was real 
peace, for I do not delight in contention. I have 
endeavored not to be a contentious man here. I 
have endeavored even to abide by your compro- 
mises, which I did not exactly like. 

But I have overlooked one thing that I ought 
to have said. The Senator from Illinois deduces 
some great principles from the compromises of 
1850. So he says in his speech. Now, from 
the very nature of those c ompromises, it was all 
but impossible that any particular principle could 
be deduced from them. There were several an- 

| tagonistical subjects, about which there was dis- 
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pute; and, indeed, there can never be much of a 
principle drawn from a compromise of antagonist- 
ical principles. ‘That is not the place to fix a 
principle, There was California—she had adopted 
a& constitution, and sought to be admitted into the 


Union. Here was Texas wishing to have her 
boundary ad iusted with New Mexico. Here was 


the District of Columbia, in which the North 
contended that slave-markets should be abolished. 

Perhaps there were no two men who agreed in all 
these propositions, Some were for permitting C ali- 
fornia to be admitted into the Union. The whole 
North thought it oughtto come in; butdid you then 
stand upon the doctrine of non-intervention? Here 
was a State organized with a free constitution, 
knocking at your doors for admission. Where, 
then, was this great doctrine of non-intervention in 
the South? Where did it find any advoeates then ? 
Why,sir, the State of Georgia, I recollect, passed 


| her resolutions, and among other points which she 


said would justify her in dissolving the Union, one 
was the admission of California into the Union. 
There, sir, was non-intervention with a vengeance ! 
The whole South stood in opposition to her enter- 
ing this Union with a free constitution. Was that 
non-intervention ? And yet the gentleman s says 

one great principle that he deduces from the | levia- 
lation of 1850 is non-intervention. So far from 
that, | should suppose it was intervention of the 
very highest character, to shut a State out of this 
Union, to resist her approach here as long as it 
could be done, and never to yield to it till some 
consideration could be given forit. A principle of 
non-intervention, says the gentleman, growing out 
of sucha state of things as that! But, the gentle- 
man also said that he offered to extend the Mis- 
sourl compromise line to the Pacific, and he says 
the anti-slavery feeling rejected it, and therefore 
he is going to take vengeance upon us, and come 
up into the North with his slavery doctrine. How 
was that?) The Missouri compromise was a re- 
striction upon slavery; but the territories which 
we acquired from Mexico were already, by a 
decree of Mexico, free from slavery; therefore 
your line, when you proposed it, was to extend 
slavery, not to restrict it. There is no analogy in 
the principles at all. One restricted slavery, and 
the other extended slavery. What would be said 
of me if I should undertake to deduce a prin- 
ciple from the action of Congress in 1850 in re- 
spect to the District of Columbia? You abolished 


| the market for slaves here, and declared that they 


should not be brought into the District for sale. 
Then I might say, on the gentleman’s doctrine, 
that you had settled a great principle; that you 
should not have slave-markets anywhere else, and 
it would be just as logical as the principles whic h 
the gentleman deduces from some other of those 
a gron measures. The fact was, that there 

verea great many real or fancied interests antago- 
aes to each other; and while hardly any man 
agreed as to the settlement of them all, they got 
together, as men seule other controversies—they 
undertook to arbitrate and to compromise. Al- 
though they did not agree to any one thing in par- 
ticular, they said, we will take these measures as 
a whole: they are the best we can do, and there- 
fore we will submitto them; and having submitted, 
we will abide by them. 

The idea of a compromise of course presup- 
poses that the disputing parties have not got all 
that they were contending for. ‘How then can 
you deduce principles from such a state of things 
as that? No one thought of doing it, but one 
who was contending for the overthrow of even 
this last compromise, without giving any reason 
why he had done it; for | am sure if there was a 
reason adequate to such an exigency as this, it 
would be easy either to state it on paper or other- 
wise; but it has not been stated. 

Mr. President, [ will not prolong this discus- 
sion. In my desultory way I have said all, and 

' more than all that I intended to say. 1 am satis- 
fied with having entered my protest against this 
measure. If gentlemen adopt it, they must take 
itwithallits perils. I trust freedom will ultimately 
come out of the conflict triumphantly. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President, I 
had not desired or intended to trouble the Senate 
with anything which I could say upon this sub- 
ject, and | greatly prefer now that some other 
gentleman should take the floor. I will yield read- 

{ ily and cheerfully to any of the friends of this bill, 

| whether from the North or from the South, who 


1854. 


may now wish to take the floor; 
other Senator will rise now and 


but, sir, if 
enter lils protest 
against the doctrines which have been proclaimed 
here to-day, thereis at leastone who dares to do it. 


no 
| 


It must occur to you, Mr. President, and to 
every Senator upon this floor, that the speech of 
the Senator from Ohio, who has just taken his 


seat, is one of the most remarkable which has ever 
been delivered in the Senate of the United States. 
He is here representing, in part, one of the sover- 
eignties of this Confederacy. ELe comes here to 
discuss a grave question, a question which he 
hiaself says involves nothing more nor less than 
the peace, quiet, and hap piness of the country, and 
the very existence of the Union itself. Methinks 
a Senator thus impressed with the solemnity, and 
the vast importance of the question, would have 
approached it with calmness and deliberation, and 
a fixed purpose to investigate and ascertain the 
truth, and to come to just conclusions. But I sub- 
mit to himself, and to you, sir, and to every Sena- 
tor here, how far that gentleman has accomplished 
his purpose, and how far his speech went to elu- 
cidate any great principle, fact, or policy. 

His speech from the beginning to the end, with 
the exception of a few flings at the committee, 
wus a urade of abuse and denunciation of an in- 
stitution which has descended to us from the 
fathers of the Republic. Before he talked about 
the scourge and the curse of slave ry, before he said 
that it was to go, with its contaminating touch, to 
mar the beauty of that garden of God, that Eden 

vhich he represents this Territory to be, he should 
have asked himself the question, from whence 
came this blighting curse? The fathers of the 
Republic—men, some of whom gave their lives 
and their fortunes, and pledged their sacred honor 
to the maintenance of the great principles on which 
this Government is predic ated—are the authors of 
this pestilence, this curse, this blighting scourge, 
which the Senator thinks comes down like a si- 
rocco from Heaven to wither and blast the fortunes 
of this great land. Sir, it seems to methatif the 
dead could rise from the grave, the spirits of those 
revolutionary sires and patriots would rise up with 
indignation to rebuke such an assault upon their 
memories. 

‘The Senator says that this nefarious plan is to 
beconsummated; and by what instrumentality, he 
inquires, is this great wickedness to be achieved ? 
bya conspiracy as foul, as odious, as infamous, 
as any that is recorded in the annals of history. 
And who are the conspirators?) Honorable Sen- 

ators here, acting upon theirown responsibilities— 
acting upon the same high responsibility upon 
which the Senator from Ohio acts—honorable 
Senators here who are alike responsible to the 
God who made them, and the Constitution which 
they have sworn to support, and to the great prin- 
ciples of human right and human liberty. They 
are accountable alike with the Senator from Ohio, 
to all the responsibilities that attach to honorable 
men. They are the conspirators against the 
honor, the peace, the dignity, and the perpetua- 
tion of these glorious institutions of ours. How 
far so gross an insinuation may comport with the 
courtesy due from one Senator to others, | 
that honorable Senator to judge for himself. 

But, sir, he says there is one thing which strikes 
him with pain, astonishment, and regret. What is 
that? He turns to us upon this side of the Cham- 
ber, and tells us that in other days, which are past 
and gene, we stood side by side, shoulder to 
shoulder, fighting in a common cause. Yes, sir, 
we did; and I bee that. honorable Senator to do 
me, and to do others, the justice to say, that, in 
that struggle,-we never put our shoulders with his 
én an invasion against the rights of any —_ of 
our common constituency and country. he 
considered the association which has Per us 
together as members of the great Whig party to 
iniply that I bad any affinities with the doctrines 
which he proclaims here to-day, [ now and for- 
ever eschew any such understanding, intention, or 
purpose. 

[ have fought with him, and I shall be proud to 
fight with him, for the great principles of the Whig 
party; but I utterly deny that it ever was, or ever 
can be, a princip le of the Whig party, to inveigh 
against the institutions of the country which have 
descended to us from our fathers. I utterly repu- 
diate and scorn, and—to borrow language from a 
source not the most reputable—I spit upon and 
despise any such doctrine as that, when applied to 


leave 


THE CON 


" 


| tunately for him, and unfortunately for 


| the then Senator from New Hampshire, 


GRE! 


the Whig party. We have fought for the princi- 
ples ot the W hig party. l expect lo fizht for them 
as long as | am able to firht at all. 

But the gentleman from Ohio says it must have 
been a stranve spectacle to find Whigs associated 


ct 
i 
With northern D 


emocrats in caucus upon this 
great question. [lt may appear strange to that 
ho.orable Senator that gentlemen, diilering on 
great and important subjects, may agree upon 


some one sul ject; and that, agreeing upon that 
one subject, they may, with propriety, meet and 
confer together,as patr lots, upon that one question. 
It may be strange to the Senator, but I can tell 
him there is nothing remarkable in it. When the 
time comes for warring upon the chairman of the 
Committee on Territories as a politician, | hope 
to be ready to give him as many blows as the 
Senator from Ohio; but when that gentleman—I 
care not what may be his motives, | have nothing 
to do with his motives; they may have been 
selfish; they may have been unpatriotic; they may 
have been treasonable, or patriotic, | care 
which—comes out for the right, 1 will stand by 
him, and vindicate him in the right, and no party 
lines, no party affiliations, no party tactics, 
screw, or 
position. 

There are, however, some very strange things 
in this world. There are some things which are 
stranger to my mind even than spiritual ranpings, 
and | cannot comprehend them. When l heard 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Citas] the other day 
in a well tempered, and I will do him the justice 
to say, an able speech, arguing this question, and 
when I heard him inveizgh against any infringe- 
ment upon the sacred principles of the compro- 
mise measures, | confess that | was somewhat 
astonished; and I was not prepared to suppose 
that the Senator from Ohio, |Mr. Wape,]} who has 
xddressed us to-day, would follow in the same 
channel. From hearing those honorable gentle- 
men vindicating the purity, the immaculate purity, 
the sublime perpetuation, and the obligation for- 
ever to hold those compromise measures sacred 
and inviolable, one would have been led to believe 
that they themselves were the boldest champions 
of some compromise somewhere and at some time. 
Why this holy reverence; why this profound, 
sacred, religious devotion on their part to ¢ ompro- 
mises? Where and when did it arise? Will you 
pardon me, Mr. President, and gentlemen of the 
Senate, for ‘readine a few lines by way of refresh- 
ing the memory of gentlemen. ltisa very strange 
and extraordinary piece of history, and 1 think 
will strike the Senators from Ohio themselves with 
profound astonishment. Here is a proviso, which 
was offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
to the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill at 
the first session of the last Congress: 


not 


no 
lash, shall ever force me into any other 


“ Provided, That no such allowance shall be authorized 
for expenses incurred in executing the act of September 1s, 
150, for the surrender of fugitives froui service or labor, 
which said act is hereby repealed.”’ 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner] 
offered that proposition at the long session of the 
last Congress; and who in this Senate Chamber 
do you suppose stood up, and, upon their respon- 
sibdliew , before God and the country, voted to repeal 
one of the compromise measures of 1850? 
tainly it was not the Senator from Ohio. No man 
could believe that after his speech, and his pro- 
fessed regard for compromises. But, sir, unfor- 
his con- 
sistency, when the vote came to be taken upon 
that proposition, those gentlemen who are now 
standing up and worshiping with all the holy 
zeal of idolatry at the shrine of compromises, did 
what? Did they vote for the proposition to repeal 
the fugitive slave law? There were but four Sen- 
ators in this body who did. Who were they? 
The Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumver,] 
{Mr. 
Haxe,]and both of the Senators from Ohio. And 
yet they talk about plighted faith! They talk 
about the sanctity and the inviolability of compro- 
mises; and here they are upon the record before 
God and the country as voting to repeal one of the 
compromise acts of 1850. I tell the gentlemen 
that before they come to read us lectures of mo- 

rality upon the subject of adherence to c ompro- 
mises, they had better obliterate this record, for 
it stands out against them in bold relief. Con- 
sistency, consistency, whither hast thou fled! 

More than this, the Senator from Ohio who has 
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becomes really eloquent, 
for | do not question his 
1 think upon this subject he is ra 


addressed us to-day, 
and I will say patriotic, 


patriotism. 





cally wrong; but it is not for me to question his 
patriotism. He tells us he sees a cloud in the 
northern horizon. Itis now a little larzer than a 


man’s hand, but thickening: 


it is gathering and oe 
and [ almost imagined from his description, that I 
saw the vivid angry flashes of the lightning of an 
indignant and outraged people. I certainly thought 
that | heard the deep- toned thunders of that mut- 
tering and swelling of which ts to 
alarm, intimidate, and overwhelm the base con- 
spirators 
1820. 

When the Senator spoke to us about clouds, 
and storms, and tempests, and lightning, and hail, 
and rain, and all the terrors of the gathering tem- 
pest, he reminded me of a very profane verse 
which I once met with atthe Mammoth Cave. 1 
will repeat it here, not justi fying its profanity, 
but saying that that part of the Senator’s speec h 
to which | refer reminded me most forcibly of it. 
I was once at the Mammoth Cave in Kentucky. 
It isa place which seems to impress everybody 
who visits it with a sublime ide: a, and with ail 
the perceptions of poetry. Some man had been 
in the cave, and when he came out he went to the 
register and wrote down his views of the Mam- 
moth Cave in these words 


the people 


MAMMOTH CAVE. 
“God Almighty, what 
In summer cold, in winter hot; 
Ye Powers above ; great God, | wonder! 
—Andrew hell, and thunder !”? 

{Laughter. ] 

This is the best commentary upon that part of 
the gen'leman’s speech which | ever saw. But 
then the gentleman became serious, and warned 
us of thedanger which lies in our path. He says 
that if we intend to open this question, if we in- 
tend to provoke this war, the consequences shall 
be upon our own heads. I hope he did not mean 
to alarm us, and drive us from our propriety by 
force. When he spoke in this way | inquired of 
myself, is there danger now, and had we not better 
flee this Capitol at once? Weare warned that if 
we provoke this war the consequences must be 
upon our own heads. What are those conse- 
qences? Certainly the Senator does 
to our personal fears. He is too respectful for 
that. ‘Then he appeals to our patriotic fears, and 
to our devotion for the honor and interests of the 
country. [ tell the Senator that though I may 
be of what he chooses to term a band of conspira- 
tors, I shall labor, as I ever have labored, to pre- 
serve the peace, the harmon ry, and the happiness 
of all these glorious States. I have never, by any 
word or act of mine, ciad any thing to qutsone the 
honor, to infringe the rights, or to wound the 
susceptibility of any portion of this country. I 
have never been sectional in my feelings. I have 
never been exclusive in my devotion to any par- 
ticular section. 

Sir, my honorable 


aspot! 


Jackson! 


not appeal 


colleague will bear 


me wit- 
ness, that through my whole political life | have 
been devoted faithfully and honestly to the vindi- 
cation of the great prineip les of the Whig party— 


involving questions of policy which we knew and 
believed were not so essential to the interests of 
our immediate constituency, but which were 
deemed of vital importance to the interest and 
prosperity of the North. Wehave stood together 
and fought together for ten or fifteen long years 
to maintain and vindicate the rights é 
of the North. Now, I can tell tl 
Ohio, and every Senator, and men 
elsewhere, that we seek to make no 

upon the North; but [tell him more, that we know 
our rights, and, 


and interests 
> Senator from 
here and 


agc¢gression 


knowing them, we mean to main- 
tain them at al! hazards and to the last extremity. 


Do not try toscare us out 


ofthem. Reason with 








us, if you wil, but, for Heaven’s sake, do not 
alarm ws. 

Mr. President, | was satisfied to let this ques- 
tion alone. As I told the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Territories, and as | have ex- 
pressed myself everywhere when I have given my 
opinion upon this sub ject, [ was content to let 
this matter stand as it was, because, in my judg- 
ment, there was nothing pra¢ tical in tt. Ih ive 
never supposed that slavery was likely to go into 


the ‘Territory which it is now propos ec to organize; 


and although I have believed and believe now 


who dare to molest the compromise of 
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striction imposed by the act of 
to nave 


and ubjust, a id or 
ned, yet, as it had 


far as | know, were \ 


never 


wd for the sake of harn iy, lo 
time as a returning sé 
part of the North would 


them to do justice to their brethren of 


vyrong, until suen anse ot 


justice on the induce 
the South. 
| have looked forward to that time, and I thank 
God it arrived, I God that period 


has come when the has been aroused to a 


thank 
North 
enise of the injustice which was inflicted on the 
by the compromise of ]R20. 

It will not do fur the Senator from Ohio, or for 
anybody else, to stand up and warn us against 
an infringement of this compact, as he is pleased 
to call it, and invoke the great names of the illus- 
trious patriots of that day, who, in a self-sacri- 
ficing devotion to the honor of the country, and 
driven by a wild spirit of dark and bloody fanat- 
icism, to lay on the altar of their country a por- 
uon of the rights of their constituency, for 
sake of harmony, for the sake of peace, for 
sake of the Union, and for the purpose of pre 
serving the glorious institutions of tie country; 
twill not do tor that Senator to warn me and 
other gentlemen, by the shades of those departed 
sires. No man living reveres the names of 
illustrious dead more than Ido. I revered them 
when they were liying, and | venerate them now 
that they are dead. But when I am called 
te act for myself; when [ am called upon, 
my responsibilty as a Senator, representing an 
honorable constituency, | must vote for myself, 
and not for the dead. It is no imputation on their 
. Memories to say that they were forced by a com- 
bination of circumstances to make this surrender 
on the altar of their country. [tis no argument 
with me why I should do the same thing now, 
when there is no such necessity impending over 
ua. 

{ should like to submit now a few questions to 
the Senators from Ohio. They, [suppose, recog- 
nize—indeed I do not apprehend that any sensible 
man can deny—the fact that the Constitution at 
the time of its formation did recognize the exist- 
ence of slavery. Every manadmits it. ‘The Sen- 
ator himself admitted it just now in his 
The Constitution recognizes 
slavery, anda right of property in slaves. I wish 
to know from the Senator from Ohio how he can 
get rid of that provision? Hesays he does not 
propose to get rid of it, but proposes to leave that 
matter to the States. 


Now, 


him. 


' 
nas 


mouth 


the 
the 


those 


upon 
{ 


on all 


speech. 


the United States. It never intended that there 
should be a distinction between the people of New 
York and the people of South Carolina. The 
Constitution declares a perfect equality among the 
people of the —— States of the Union. The 
right of property in slaves is recognized by the 
( ensuituton, A sriteck equalit yamone the citi- 
the States is manifestly the intent throuch- 


Then, again, 


zens of 


out the whole Constitution. the 


territories of the United States, purchased out of 


acommon fund, by the expenditure of the com- 
mon treasure, are declared to be the property 
of all the people of the United States. Now, 
putting these three facts together, let the Senator 
tell me how he can escape this constitutional ques- 
tion? Taking these three facts together, I ask the 
Senator to tell me what becomes of the principles 
of justice, when he turns round and says the peo- 
ple of the North will say to the people of the 
South, ** You shall not enjoy an equal participa- 
tion in this common territory?”’ If the gentlems in 
can answer that question, I shall be happy to hear 
him. 
The three propositions to which I have alluded 
are all contained in the Constitution; and yet the 


Senator charges the South, and the friends of 


this measure, with a conspiracy; nay more, he 
went so far as to say that it was an act of treason 
as dark and as atrocious as that of Arnold. Sir, 
was such a reckless declaration ever before made 
in the American Senate? The Constitution de- 
clares what are our rights; and when we ask for 
them, the Senator stands back and says, Here is a 
law passed thirty-three years ago; its age makes 
it venera ble: ¢ and if you a: ire 8 SAY in contravention 
of its provisions that you are equal to the other 


portions of the people of the United States, you 


a: pebect. of 


| have another proposition to submit to | 
The Constitution maintains, from beginning | 
to end, a perfect equality among all the citizens of 


are as guilty as Arnold, who perpetrated treason 


li me that this com- 


y old, ! teil you our 


Liilion itself, lor they 


fiiuuloOn. 


but, sir, | stouid ithe to submit another ques- 


tion to the from Ohio, le says that this 


terribie Scourge Of siavery, isto vo Loto 


en of Lleaven; 


curse, this 


i 


this fair béd and he regards it as a 
and the honor of 
Now, | wish to know if the people 
North, under the Consutution, any 
the en Joyment ot terri- 
the common 
property of the people of all the States? Can they 
deny to me the right lo carry my property there? 
It will not do for the appeal to a 
‘“Shigher law.’’ It will not do for him to go back 
to the Bible, and say that this is not right. We 
are not sworn here to legis lat te ecclesiasucally. If 
he wishes the question ot right, settled in this way, 
let him go to We are 
here to leg 


great OUWaze Upon the righis 
the .North. 
of the have 
right to ueny to me 


tory of th U 


the 


nited State S, Whiic nis 


geitieman to 


the ecclesiastical courts. 
under the Constitution of 
United States, and according to the provisions of 
that Consutution, ‘Chat is our power; that 1s the 
authority under which we act. Thenthe Senator 
Suys Phave no power to carry our slaves to this 
Territory—that the interdict is right. 1 wish to 
know if he would submit to a restriction that he 
should not carry his property there? 

Mr. WADE. Does the Senator wish an an- 
swer now? 

Mr. JONES. Any time when it suits the S 
ator—now or when | am through. 

Mr. WADE. ‘The Senator can goon for the 
present. 

Mr. JONES. I put that question to the Sen- 
ator; | put it to every northern man. Have I 
not the same right to say that he shall not move 
into the territories of the United States with his 
particular property, as he has to say that I shall 
not move there with my property? If we were 
to propose that the man of Massachusetts should 


isiate 


not carry his machinery there, what would the | 


from Ohio think of that? Would he 
not invoke the spirits of the dead to rise up in 


Senator 


judgment against such an unholy exercise of 
3 to submit, tamely to sub- | 


power? Yetheasks u 
mit, to a restricuon which he would scorn and 
spurn as an outrage on his rights. 

But, sir, if Congress has power to say that 
slavery shall not existin any Territory, by parity 
of reasoning they have the right to say that it 
shall exist there. Will the gentleman pretend to 
say that we could pass a law saying that slavery 
should exist there? He would resist that to the 
bitter end; but when we stmply propose to say 
that it may or may not exist, according to the 
election of the people of the Territory, he de- 
nounces the proposition as a great innovation on 
the rights of the North. What right 
North tn this territory more than the South? Did 
they pay more for it? Did they ¢ ontribute more 
toit? Are they more responsi! ble for it? Nota 
whit. We do not ask for anything but equality. 
If we are equal, we Insist that we shall enjoy all 
the rights and all the immunities which belong to 
the condition of equality in this country; and we 
will maintain this demand. 


There is another objection, in my mind, to the | 


compromise of 1820. It is one to which | wish 
to call the particular attention of the Senator from 
Ohio. The Constitution of the United States de- 
clares that, 
the United States which shall be made in pursu- 
ance thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall be 
made, under the authority of the United States, 
shall be the supreme Jaw of the land.’’ Now, let 
us look for a single moment into the treaty under 
which this territory wasacquired. I claim theatten- 


tion of the Senate to one thing in the treaty, which | 


has struck me with great force. do not know 
ee it has occurred to other Senators or not; 


but there is an article in the treaty made between 


France and the United States, by which the very 
territory in dispute was ceded to this country, 
which declares: 


“*Art. IIT. The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall 
be incerporated in the Union of the United States, and ad 
mitted, as soon as possible, according to the principles of the 
Federal Constitution, to the enjoymentot all the rights, ad 
vantages, and inmunitics of citizens of the United States ; 
mean tine, they shall be maintained and pro- 
tected in the free enjoyinent of their liberty, property, and 


and in the 


| the religion which they profess.”? 


the | 


Sen- | 


has the | 


‘“this Constitution, and the laws of 


Feb. 6, 


Here is a Constitution prrrs declares that a 
treaty shall be the supreme law of and 
here isa treaty in wie h itis positivel yv declared 
that the rights of ; rroperty should be res spected in 
the ‘Territory ceded. Slavery did exist 
in that very Perritory at that time; and any lew 
of Congress abrogating the treaty, is, In my judg- 
ment, null and void. ‘The treaty declares that the 
inhabitants of the ‘Territory shall be protected in 
the enjoyment of their property. Slaves were 
recognized as property, under the Constitution. 
The Constitution provides that the treaty shall be 
the supreme law of the land. How gentlemen 
can get around this point is something which I 
have not yet been able to perceive. 

Both the Senators from Ohio, in answering the 
point made by the Senator from Illinois, who 
charged that the Missouri compromise was pro- 
posed to be extended throughout the Territories of 
the United States to the Pacific ocean, and which 
was rejected, by northern votes, excuse them- 
selves by saying that slavery did not exist there 
at that time, and that, therefore, to interfere with 
it would be to legislate slavery into the Territo- 
ries. If that argument is worth anything, it must 
work both ways. Those gentlemen excuse them- 
selves for voting against the extension of the Mis- 
sourt compromise linetothe Pacific ocean, because 
at the time of the acquisition of the territory from 
Mexico, slavery did not exist there, and they 
would not agree to legislate itinthere. Well, sir, 
slavery did exist at the time of the acquisition of 
the Territory of Nebraska, and you now propose 
to turn round and legislate it out. What sort of 
equality is it? What sort of frankness, fairness, 
liberality, or patriotism is manifested by such a 
course? You take shelter under that fact in one 
Territory, and turn round and deny it in another. 
If it justified you in voting against the extension 
of the Missouri compromise line to the Pacific, 
you admit that you violate that sacred principle 
in this Territory of Nebraska, where slavery did 
exist at the time of its acquisition, and where it 
was expressly provided thatit should be protected. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Cuase] who addressed us a few days ago, thought 
that it was very strange that this bill should be 
supported by members of both parties, who stood 
pledged to the Baltimore platforms, in which it 
was declared that the question of slavery was set- 
tled by the acts of 1850, and that all agitation upon 
the subject should cease. He arraigned the friends 
of this measure, by saying: You are here to vio- 
late that sacred pledge, and to agitate that question. 
Before that honorable gentleman, and those who 
act with him, can arraign us, they must first vin- 
dicate themselves. I want to know if either of 
the Senators ever concurred in those platforms? I 
want to know if either of them gave to those meas- 
ures his assent or approval? Both of them may 
have acquiesced, but the record shows that they 
did not even acquiesce, because here is the re- 
corded vote of each of them in favor of repealing 
one of those very compromise measures of 1850. 
oa sir, as for platforms, it matters not with me. 

ldo not think there is any great virtue in plat- 
forms one way or the other. The only question 
before us now, is this: Is there aconflict between 
the compromise measures of 1850 and the com- 
promise of 1820? I will not pretend that the 
compromise measures of 1850 repealed the com- 
promise of 1820, because I do not think it is main- 
tainable; but this is what Ido assert and maintain, 
and what I think [ ean prove, that the spirit, the 
intention, and the principles of the compromise 
measures of 1850 are inconsistent with the act of 
1820. Inwhat does that inconsistency exist? It 
consists inthis: Theactof 1820 prohibits, not only« 
during its territorial existence, but forever, the in- 
troduction of slavery into the territory north of 
36°30’. Itis a perpetuai, unending, undying pro- 
hibition. The whole spirit of the ,acts of 1850 
declares that this 1s a question which the people 
themselves have aright to settle. The doctrine 
contained in the act of 1820 directly invades and 
positively infringes upon the rights and sovereignty 
of the States. 

I have been endeavoring to satisfy the Senator 
from Ohio. I doubt very much whether | shall 
ever beable to convince him of his error. I should 
be most happy to do it, however. I should es- 
teem it one of the proudest triumphs of my life if 
| could only break the fetters which seem to envi- 
ron the mind of that honorable Senator, who, in 


the land, 


thus 





1854. 


all his per sonal relation 8, is one of the most esti- 
mable gentlemen I ever saw. I say I should es- 
teem it a proud triumph if IT should be able, by 


) 
any means, to lntroduce 


a little light into his mind 
renient of the generous 
feelings which I know he possesses on other sub- 
jects. But | have very little hope of 
doing it. | have never known fanatic - to be 
cured by violence, by denunciation, or by any 
other means. Itis one of those evils whic h, when 
it fastens itself upon the mind, and heart, and con- 
science, is as undying as theman himself. I have 
no hope, therefore, of convincing him; but I do 
hope to satisfy him of a few plain truths, the prin- 
cipal of which is, that the acts of 1850 arein spirit 
antagonistical to the doctrines of the act of 1820. 

The compromise measures of 1850 are antago- 
nistical to the act of 1820, in one great principle 
atleast. The acts of 1850 accord to the States 
the right to settle this question under their consti- 
tutions; the other puts a perpetual and never ending 
interdict on slavery. Again, by the act of 1820, 
in all that portion of country lying north of 36° 
30', slavery is a forever; no enjoyment 
of equal rights by the South was ever to be ob- 
tained there The doctrine of non-intervention on 
the part of the Federal Government was notadvo- 
cated at that time, and seemed then to find no ex- 
istence in the public mindy but it pervades every 
part and parcel of the y tole series of compromise 
measures of 1850. 

The Senator says ft isa, monstrous outrage that, 
after we of the South ha 
the contract, we shall now, when the time for the 
North to come in for their share has arrived, step 
forward and say, ** No; you cannot do it.”? Will 
the honorable Senator tell me what the South have 
got by the compromise of 1820? They got no 
more than what the c ompromise measures of 1850) 
declared to be the inalienable right of the people 
in every State of the Union. The States which 
were formed out of the Louisiana cession came in 
with constitutions permitting slavery, which they 
had a right to do, and which the compromise 
measures of 1850 declared that all the States have 
a right to do. Not only have we not received 
more than we were entitled to, but we surrendered, 
by that act, a great deal to which we were enti- 
tled. In this vast territory, which theSenator him- 
self says is an empire, slavery did exist, and — 
recognized by treaty previous to the act of 182 
We had no power to annul that treaty, and a 
the Senator taxes us with injustice for accepting a 
relinquishment on the part of the North of what 
they had unjustly deprived us. He says it is a 
monstrous conspiracy on our part if we accept 
back the rights which were extorted from us thiry 
years ago by pretensions never founded in justice 
or equity. 

Mr. President, in conclusion, I say to the Sen- 
ator from Ohic, and to all men, that | have had no 
motive connected with this measure other than an 
honest desire to vindicate what I believe to be the 

rights and the interests of the people whom I have 
the honor ,in part, to represent onthis floor. **’Tis 
strange, ‘tis passing strange”’ to my mind that that 
honorable Senator should expect me, or any man 
represe: nting the South, to refuse to accept an act 
of justice which has been long, long delayed. Sir, 
I can tell the honorable Senator, that if the storm 
which he seems to invoke does come—and it is 
one which | would deprecate—if one so unworthy 
as myself dare send up one political petition to 
the Throne of Heaven, it would be to preserve us 
from the wildness of reckless fanaticism, whether 
of the North or of the South, and to preserve pure, 
spotless, and untarnished, to the latest generation, 
this glorious inheritance of public liverty which 
we now enjoy. " 

i am as much devoted to the Union as any 
man. I have ever been devoted to it. I shall 
continue that devotion; but if we are to hold our 
position in the Union at the expense of our rights 


—ir }» sxroduce some en] ire 


confes I 







and of our honor, it would be a dearly-bought 
treasure. When gentlemen stand up here and 


nveigh against us, and against the South, and 
hold up their hands in holy wonder and astonish- 
ment at this outrage which is about to be com- 
mitted on the North, and tell us it is treason to the 
North, my thoughts run back to the days of chiv- 
alry. When the gentleman spoke in such lan- 
guage, | went back, i in my wind, to the days of 
the crusaders. I imagined that the gentieman saw 
some mighty spectre—some awful, terrible thing, 


enjoyed our share of 
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coming down uponus. I though that the hordes 
of the infidels were upon us—tiat they were en- 
tering this sacred Capitol—this holy 
American liberty, and : 
cious hi 
safety. I said to myself, peace, my friend, peace; 
peace, be still; be not alarmed. There are no 
hordes upon you. We intend to inflict no wrong 
upon you. We intend to take from you no right 
which you enjoy under the Constitution. All we 
ask—all we expect—all we hope for is, that you 
will recognize us as your equals. To ask from 
us to consider ourselves as less than your equals, 


sanctuary of 
with saecrile- 


hold of the ark of our political 


were about, 


nds, to lay 


would be to ask us to sign our own sign-manual 
to an article acknowledging our inferiority and 
our infamy. Sooner than do that, I would pray 
the God of Heaven that the earth might open and 
swallow me and mine in its deepest vortex. I 
have done, Mr. President. 

Mr. WADE. The Senator 
propounded to me some which T had 
undertaken to answer in my previous remarks; 
but he did not seem to understand the argument 
which | attempted to make with regard to the pro- 
hibition of slaves entering into this Territory. I 
am aware that the territory was purchased by the 
United States, and belonged to the Government of 
the United States, and, of course, the United States 
had power to do with it as they saw fit. But I 
attem ‘to show to the gentieman—and he did 
not atiempt to answer that at all—that the Con- 
stitution of the United States did not compel me 


from ‘Tennessee 


questi ms 


to recov nize a title in slaves. ‘The Constitution 
always speaks of them as persons, never as prop- 
erty. anes are slaves by virtue of the laws of 
the State or local jurisdiction where they are; and 


the moment they 
the law « 


as I understand 
they cease to be slaves. 


get out of that, 
f the land, 


Mr. ‘|. (\DGER. Unless they run away. 
Mr. \¥ADE. The Senator from Tennessee 


Not 
may own 
jurisdiction where 


says that we aim at the South particularly. 
at all. Men in the northern States 
slaves, if they keep them in a 
slavery exists. The Missouri compromise is not 
aimed «i the southern States, but is aimed at a 
speciex of property which it was thought not 
proper to admit within this Territory. 

The gentleman asks whether a law can be passed 
to prevent a man taking his property into the 
Territories? Why, certainly; we have such laws 
now. If fam a manufacturer of gunpowder, of 
fire-arms, or of whisky, I cannot take it into this 
Territory under the laws as they now exist. 
Congress, therefore, does make laws prohibiting 
persons from taking certain species of property 
into the Territories. It does not make any dif- 
ference whether I live in a free State or a slave 
State, | cannot take those articles there. So if! 
happen to own slaves, no matter whether I live in 
Ohio, or Kentucky, or Tennessee, if this compro- 
miseis to stand as a law, | cannot take them there. 
It is not aimed invidiously at any one particular 
State, or particular person. 

I believe now that | have answered all the ques- 
tions to which the gentleman wished me to give 
an answer. I have given him my judgment, that 
the Constitution of the United States does not re- 
cognize slaves as anything but persons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the Chair.) The question before the Senate is on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Cuase,] which is to strike out of sec- 
tion fourteen these words: 

—‘*was superseded by the principles of the legislation of 
1850, commonly ealled the compromise measures, and’’— 

So that the clause will read: 

«© That the Constitution and laws of the United States 
which are not locally inapplicable, shall have the same 
force and effect within the said Territory of Nebraska as 
elsewhere within the United States, except the &th section 
of an act preparatory to the admission of Missouri into the 
Union, approved March 20, 1620, which is hereby declared 
inoperaily 2? 

Mr. DAWSON called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment, and they were ordered. 

Mr. CASS. I did not understand the amend- 
ment distinctly. I wish to know how the clause 
will stand with this amendment? 

Mr. WALKER. It will then stand as a simple 
repeal of the act of 1820, without the recital that 
it has been superseded by the compromise meas- 
ures of 1850. 

Mr. BADGER. It isa repeal without a reason. 
That is all. 

The question being taken, upon the amendment 
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by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 13, nays 30, as 
f, 


10 low ac 


EAS—Messrs 


\ Allen, Cass, Chast 
He imiin, Seward, 


Smith, Stuart, 


. Everett, Fi 
Sumner, Wace 


bh, Fo ty 
and Walk 
er oa 

NAYS ilessrs. Adams, 
Bell, Benjauun, Bright. 
Dix mi, Dodge ot 


Atchison, Badger, B 
Brodhead, Butler, Clay, 
lowa, Douglas, Evans, 
Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory 
ris. Pettit, Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, 
tucky, Toucey, Weller, 


Mr. WADE. I now 


ivard, 
Dawson, 
Fitzpatrick, 
, Mason, Nor- 
Thompson of Ken 
and Wilhams—30. 


Geyer, 


move to strike out all 
after the enacting clause, and to insert, asa subst i- 
tute, the bill which was passed by the House at 
the last session; and on this amendment I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The question now pending is 
upon the substitute offered by the committee. It 
is not in order to move to eee one substitute by 
inserting another in its place : 

Mr. B ADGER. The wien before the Sen- 
ate is on the substitute reported by the Senator 
from Illinois from the Committee on Territories, 
as | understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The Chair is aware of that fact, from the sygges- 
tion of the Senator from Iilinois. The Chair was 
treating it as an original bill; but the question is 
still pending upon an amendment, in the form of a 
substitute for the original bill, reported by the 
Committee on Territories. That substitute, how- 
ever, Is open to amendment. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly; that is correct. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The question on theadoption 
of my substitute will raise the very point involved 
in the proposition of the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On that 
ground, the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Ohio, in the judgment of the Chair, is not in 
order as a substitute for the substitute which is 
now pending. Upon the rejection of that substi- 
tute, another might be offered; but the very ques- 
tion now pending is on agreeing to the substitute 
reported by the Committee on Territories for the 
original bill. 

Mr. WADE. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BADGER. | have been necessarily ab- 
sent from the Senate during the earlier part of the 
day, and therefore | desire to know whether any 
amendment has been made this morning in the 
substitute reported by the Senator from Illinois 
from the Committee on Territories. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
can inform the Senator from North Carolina that 
no amendment has been proposed, and therefore 
none has been voted upon except the one offered 
by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Cuase,] which 
has just been rejected by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will ask the Chair whether, 
in the event that the substitute now pending 
shall be voted into the original bill, it will then be 
open to amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Most clearly 
not, in the judgment of the Chair. 


Mr. PETTIT. Then it must be subject to 
amendment now. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Whatever 


amendment is to be offered to a substitute, must 
be incorporated into it before its adoption as a 
substitute. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Thenl will now move an 
amendment to the same clause to which the Sena- 
tor from Ohio moved his. I move to strike out the 
words ** which was superseded by,’’ and to insert 
in their place ‘‘ which is inconsistent with.’’ 
The clause will then provide that the Constitution 
and laws not locally inapplicable shall have the 
same force in the Territory as elsewhere, except 
the 8th section of the Missouri act, ‘* which is in- 
consistent with the principles of the legislation of 
1850, commonly called the compromise measures, 
and is hereby declared inoperative.’’? This is the 
express idea conveyed by the original words, but 
I prefer to make it plainer. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, 
honorable Senator from 
amendment, because it will enable me to explain 
my position. I voted for the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio, and against the clause in the 
bill as itnow stands. I shall vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois, because it con- 
veys my idea; but the present language of the 
clause does not. The clause, as it now stands. 


I am glad that the 
I!linois has moved this 
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asserts thatthe principles of the compromise meas- 
ures of [R50 uperseded the compromise of 1820, 
and is therefore inoperative. Now, [consider this 
an entire logical fallac y, an id I have so explained 
to the honorable Senator from Ilin 1O1S, (Mr. Doua- 
ras.] The principle of the compromise of 1850 
does not supersede the compromise of 1820. It is 
not superseded at all, as a legal quesuon. The ac- 
tion of Congress is required before itcan be super- 
seded. Ifa principle isestablished a law to-day— 
to wit: that whites shall vote in a Territory, and 
you establish the principle to-morrow that blacks 
shall votein another Territory, you furnish a mo- 
tive for the legislation, on the ground of wisdom 
and consistency, to adhere to it and carry out 
your prince iple; but you do not supersede the other; 

there is no superseding about tt. Therefore, l 
wished to put out of the clause the provision say- 
ine that the principles of the compromise meas- 
ures of 1850 superseded the compromise of 1520. 
Now, the honorable Senator has put it upon such 
grounds that Ican supportit. I do believe that 

the principle of the ¢ ompromise measures of J850 
is ia onsistent with the continuance of the com- | 
promise of 1820; but I could not vote for the other 
declaration, for the simple reason which I men- 
tioned; that it led, inmy mind, toa logical fallacy. 

‘To express my i fea j ina word, IT would prefer that 
the Senator should say, in express terms, that the 
compromise of 1820 is declared null and void. 
That would be plain and unequivocal. 

Mr. BADGER. It seems to me that there is 
some logical inaccuracy in the position of the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan. He admits, if I 
understand him aright, that the legislation of | 
1850 was inconsistent with the Missouri compro- 
mise of 1520. If inconsistent with it, it certainly | 
supersedes it; yet he says he is unwilling to vote 
for the declaration that it supersedes it, but he is 
willing to vote for a declaration that it is incon- 
sistent with it. 

Mr. CASS. I do not consider it as any logical 
error on my part, for this simple reason: ‘The 
former act is not superseded at all, but is incon- | 
sistent with the latter, and the principle of the 
latter act now requires that the Legislature should 
carry out its latest action and be consistent. 
Nothing is superseded until there is some action 
by the Legislature. Legislative action is wanted, 
and the principles of the action of 1850 furnish 
the motive. 

Mr. BADGER. Why, Mr. President, either 
the lecislation of 1850 is consistent with the legis- | 
lation of 1820, orit is not. If it is consistent with | 
it, then it has no effect upon it. If the latter is | 
inconsistent with the former, then the latter, being | 
the latest act of legislation, succeeds the former, 
and overrides and annuls it. Ido not mention this 
in any disposition to raisea question of this nature, 
but IT would suggest to the Senator from Iilinois, 
whether it would not be better for him to select 
some term which is free from the objections to 
either of these. Let him say the act of 1820 was | 
inappropriate to, or unnecessary, after the legisla- 
tion of 1850. Would it not be better to use some 
term of that kind? 

Mr. CASS. 1 must confess, without recurring | 
to that subject at all, that T had rather say at once 
that the compromise of 1820 is unconstitutional. — | 

Mr. BADGER. That is another question. 

Mr. CASS. I believe it is. 

Mr. BADGER. I do not. 

Mr. CASS. I always have believed so; and | 
therefore | think it better to say so, if we believe |) 
so, and [ desire upon my vote to say so. I can | 
vote forthe amendment now proposed by the Sen- | 
ator from [llinois without any difficulty. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. We see that the difference |! s 
here is only a difference as to the appropriate word 
to be used. We all agree in the principle which | 
we propose now to establish. As this is a very 
delicate question, and as it is Important to ascer- | 
tain which is the exact and appropriate word, and 
as either of the phrases now suggested does not | 
exactly suit my idea, I wish to takea little time to | 
consult as to which word best suits the members 
of the Senate, to carry out the idea which we are | 
intending to put into practical operation by this 
bill. If any one is ready to address the Senate 
to-morrow, he can now obtain the floor; other- 
wise | shall move that the Senate adjourn, with a 
view of pre oceeding r to vote to-morrow morning | 


any other gentleman proposes to take the floor, I 

prefer that he should do so now, in order that we | 

may know who is entitled to itin the morning. — | 
I rise to suggest to the Sen- | 
should postpone his 
motion to adjourn until we can take up, by general 
consent, a bill of the Senate which has come back 
from the [ouse, in reiation to the mode of paying | 
the members of the Senate. 
sent of the Senate to take up that bill now. 
Let it stand until to-morrow. 
It will require 


I] ask the xeneral con- 


Mr. BADGER, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


the unanimous consent to proceed with that bill at | 


WALKER. For the purpose mentioned 
by the Senator from V irginia, I move to postpone 
the further consideration of the 
[t will then come up at one o’clock as the | 
special order. 

BADGER. 
taken upon that motion, in reply to | 
the suggestion of the Senator from Illinois, 1 
shall be with the understanding that the question 
on the passage of the bill shall be taken to-mor- 
whatever other gentlemen may do, 
shall desire to make some remarks upon the sub- | 
ject under consideration. 


STUART. 


bill until to-mor- | 


que sstion is 


row, that 


1 will ask the leave of the 
Senate to make a remark—not that | am not sat- 
isfied with the vote which I have given, because I 
always intend to vote so that it shall not need ex- 
ion; butas it has been suggested that there | 
is no difference between declaring that the legisla- | 
"1850 is inconsistent with the legislation of 
1820 upon this subject, and in declaring that that | 
of 1850 superseded that of 1820, 
gest a difference which I think most clearly exists. 

The compromise of 1820 was in reference to all 
the territory received undera particular authority, | 
Now that legislation can- | 
legislation that | 


I wish to sug- 


lying north of 36° ¢ 
not be superseded by any other 
does not refer to the very same subject—that pre- | 
But in principle, the legislation of | 
1850 may be inconsistent with it. 
the compromise measures of 1850 are generally | 
understood to leave the question of local legislation |; 
| to the people occupying the Territory. 
respect that legislation declares that States, 
formed out of the territories therein lecislated upon, 
may come into this Union with or without slaver y> 
as the people forming the constitution may wish 
In principle, therefore, this is differ- 
ent legislation from that which excludes, by an 
act of Congess, slavery north of a certain line of 
latitude; but it no more supersedes 
gress would supersede a law passed for the State | 
of Ohio, by passing another different in principle | 
North Carolina. 
The meaning is different. 
ae an act is to render it inoperative—to substi- | 
tute something else in its stead, acting upon the | 
same subject, and notupona subject that is entirely | 


cise territory. 


In another 


and declare. 


it than Con- 


The words are 
ry 
To super- 


for ith 1e State of 


All | have now intended to do is simply to fur- | 
nish a reason for the vote I have given; and that I 
should not have done, if reasons had not been as- | 
i elsewhere, and a commentary been made 
upon them by, the honorable Senator from North 


DOUGLAS. 


‘superseded by”’ 


The wholeargument | 


very, as they pleased. 


I 


| 


That isto say, | 


I do not deem it very im- | 
portant to continue the discussion on this i 
after the notice which I have given, that [ shall | 
modify the words so as to meet the objection that | 
Senators make as to the meaning of the words 
‘* inconsistent with.”’ 
think the Senator aioe North Carolina has made 
that point so clear as to render it unnecessary to 
say much upon the subject. 
on this point rests on this mistake: It is supposed | 
that we contend that the Missouri compromise 
was superseded by the enactment of theacts of 1850. 
I say it was s superseded by the prine iples of those | 
The compromise of 1820 rested on 
he prince ip] pate geographical line, north of which | 
there was to be no slavery, and south of it there 
The compromise of 1850 obliterated 
the line, and rested upon the principle that the peo- 
ple should do as they pleased on both sides of the 
line, and come in the Union with or without sla- 
It was on that idea that a 
principle was substituted for a geographical line. 
If it was, I supposed it should be declared; and it 
upon this question; but I shall myself respond to | was to obviate any tec hnical exception upon that | 
such attacks as have been made upon the bill. If |] word—I think it isan appropriate one—that I pro- 


pose to modify it, in order to make it clear what 
we do mean—that is, that in all territorial organ- 
izations hereafter we shall organize them on the 
principle that the people are to do as they please, 
subject only to the Constitution of the United 
States. ] can prepare an amendment that will ex- 
press t} idea so clearly that our friends will all 
be satisued. 

Mr. CASS. I will read from the Dictionary: 

** Supersede. [Super and sedeo, to set.} Literally, to 
set above ; hence to make void, ineflicacious, or useless, by 
a superior power, by coming in place of; to set aside; to 
render unnecessary ; to suspend.’’ 

I take it the act of superseding does itself de- 
stroy something else. Therefore | repeat to my hon- 
orable friends from North Carolina and Illinois, 
that the establishment of a principle, as my col- 
league has said, on one subject, does not super- 
sede an existing one on another. 

Mr. BADGER. I think it is impossible for 
my excellent friend from Michigan, even with the 
assistance of his colleague, and the Dictionary 
thrown in, tosustain his position. Either these laws 
relate to the same subject, orthey do not. If they 
do, the maxim of law isclear and unmistakable that 
a subsequent law, inconsistent with prior laws, 
repeals them. That is clear beyond all dispute; 
and if they do not relate to the same subject, then 
the latter neither supersedes nor is inconsistent 
with the former. There may be a propriety in 
making a new law to conferg, in relation to one 
subject, to what has been dered by another law 
in relation to another subject. But the very mo- 
ment you introduce a provision in which either 
the law or the doctrine of the law passed to-day 
is inconsistent with the law or the doctrine of the 
law passed yesterday, the later law necessarily 
supersedes the one passed previously. Of that I 
think there can be no question. 

Mr. CASS. I cannot let the honorable Senator 
off yet. J deny in toto his assumption. 

Mr. BADGER. You are mistaken; you are to 
get off. [Laughter.] 

Mr.CASS. To illustrate the matter by a given 
case, I say if you pass a law, and establish a Ter- 
ritory to-day where blacks are to vote, and a law 
existed yesterday that whites only should vote 
| in other territories, the principle black to-day does 

not supersede the principle white of yesterday, 
without positive legislation. 

Mr. BADGER. That is clear enough, if they 
are not inconsistent; if inconsistent it does. 

Mr.CASS. What makes any principle incon- 
sistent, but the application of a different one by 
the Legislature? and that would be a ground for 
appealing to the consistency of the Legislature to 
establish a new law. All that I maintain is, that 
the principle established by one law cannot annul 
the positive enactments of a former law. If, in 
this case, the former is in fact superseded by the 
latter, w hat i is the use of declaring the former in- 
operative? If it is superseded and rendered i inop- 
erative, why do you not stop there? 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the question will be 
put on the motion to postpone. 

Mr. BADGER _ Lhope my friend will not en- 
deavor to supersede us. [Laughter.] Let us under- 
stand what the motion is first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is to postpone the further consideration of the bill 
until to-morrow. * 

Mr. BADGER. My friend from Michigan has 
suggested that he will not let me off. Why, he has 
entirely mistaken this question. It was a ques on 
whether 1 would let him off [laughter] for aer- 

| ring that he would vote against one amendment, 
and for another upon a distinction that involved no 
sort of difference. Thatisthe point of the matter. 

_Mr. BUTLER. Where is Crabbe’s Syno- 
| nymes? That may settle the matter. 

Mr. STUART. I beg leave to say to the hon- 
orable Senator from North Carolina that I hope 
he will not speak of meas coming to the aid of 
my distinguished colleague. 

Mr. BADGER. I thought you did; and I 
thought he needed it. 

Mr. STUART. I am inclined to think that 
the country is of opinion that he does not need 
any assistance from anybody, and especially not 
from me. Nor, sir, am I disposed to undertake a 

|| system of tactics that shall change the issue. I 
rose on my Own account, not to aid my colleague. 

The issue is the one which | stated —whether the 
I legislation of 1820 is ‘ superseded,” to take the 








1834. 


Senator’s own words, or rendered inoperative on 
account of tne legislation of 1850. And now, sir, 
to test the sincerity of the Senator’s statement—l 
do not mean the sincerity in his mind, as a moral 
asseruion, but as a lezal assertion—let us, if that 
be so, strike the provision out of the bill 


whether it will be decided by the adjudication of 


, and see | 


the courts of the country that the general legisla- | 


tion of 1850 repeals or annuls 
words, the legislation of 18z0. We will meet 
him there—or | will; I speak for myself. I will 
meet him there, and with perfect contentment. 


I ask the Senator, as a lawyer, distinguished as | 


he is, if a client were to apply to him asking the 
the question, whether since the legislation of 1850, 
in his opinion, he could safely hold his slaves in 
the ‘lerritory of Nebraska in defiance of the law 
of 1820, he would advise him that he could ? 
Senator will understand me, not taking anything 
into consideration other than the legislation of 
1x50, the naked question is presented to him: 

‘Do thee compromise measures of 1850, by their 


effect, so modify the law of 1820 that I can hold 


my property in slaves within the Territory of Ne- 
braska?”’ 
Ifso, | am mistaken, entirely mistaken, in saying 


Would the Senator give that opinion? | 


that there is any difference between using the lan- | 


guage that the |: gislation of 1850 supersedes that 
of 1820, and using the other language that it is 
inconsistent in principle with it. My idea is, that 
that of 1820 is applied to one subject, that of 1850 
to another subject, to wit, other territories. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator has himself entirely shifted the issue. I 
have expressed no opinion whether the legislations 
of the two periods are inconsistent with each other, 
or whether the latter supersedes the former or 
not I have said nothing upon the subject; there- 
fore the case which is put to me does not affect 
my position atall. My position is this: If the 
legisiation of one period applied to one subject, 
and the legislation of another period applied to 


another subject, then there can be neither incon- | 


sistency nor supersession. 
same subject, 
is supersession. 

Mr. STUART. No doubt of it. 

Mr. BADGER. Therefore I said that my 
honorable friend from Michigan—if he will allow 
me to call 
prohibition declaring them to be inconsistent, and 
not for a provision declaring the one to supersede 
the other, made a mistake; 
any inconsistency, or whether the one supersede 8 
the other or not, | have yet given no opinion, and 
do not now mean to give any, because it is not 
involved in the question. 

The motion to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the bill until to-morrow was agreed to. 


SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 


If they apply to the 


but whether there is | 


him so—who is willing to vote fora | 


The Senate proceeded to consider the message 


from the House announcing that they had re- 
ceded from their Ist, 3d, 4th, 5th, and 7th amend- 
ments; agreed to the amendment of the Senate to 


their 6th amendment, and insisted upon their 2d |! 


amendment to the bill ‘* to reculate the disburse- 
ment of the contingent fund of the Senate, and for 
other purnoses. BS 


Mr.HUNTER. I move that the Senate recede 


from its disagreement to the amendmenton which | 


the House insists. 

Mr. BADGER. [I desire to know, before we 
vote on that question, what we are to recede from. 
Will the Senator explain it? 

Mr. HUNTER. 
disagreement to the amendment striking out the 
$1,000 compensation to the Secretary of 
Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. Shall we recede from that? I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and 

The Senate eT 


HOUSE OF RE PRESENTA TIVES. 
Monpay, February 6, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Wittiam H. Mivsern. 

The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 

munication from the Treasury Department, con- 

taining a copy of a letter addressed to the Depart- 


ment by the Hon. John W. 


Prayer 


Davis, Governor of 


1 propose to recede from our 


the | 


‘o use the Senator’s | 


The | 


then if there be inconsistency, there | 


| incompatible 


Cen Territory, and sis papers aenia esemel 
to; the object of it being to obtain from Congress 
a further appropriation to defray expenses incurred 
in the prosecution of the Cayuse war, in the years 
1547 and 1848, prior to the organization of a ter- 
ritorial government. 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, to whom those 
papers had been referred for examination, em- 
bracing a statement of appropriations and pay- 
ments made on account of said expenses. 

On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, it was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked and ob- 
tained the unanimous consent of the House to 
introduce a resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to thé House, if he deems it not 
with the public interest, all the official cor- 
respondence of Hon. Humphrey Marshall, late Commis- 
sioner to China, with the State Department. 

SAFETY OF THE UNITED STATES MAILS. 

The SPEAKER. The first business before 
the body is a motion to reconsider a vote by 
which the bill, which will be read by the Clerk, 
was committed to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The bill was reported by its title, as follows: 
‘sA bill to secure the safe transmission of the 


| United States mails upon railroads.” 


Mr. HOUSTON. My object in rising is to 
ask the House this morning to take up the bill of 
the Senate in relation to their pay and mileage, 
and dis}ose of it in some way or other. There is 
only a very simple point of difference pending be- 
tween the two Houses, the consideration of which, 
[ am sure, will not consume five minutes. 

Mr. OLDS. Iask that the bill in relation to 
the mails go over for the present, by unanimous 
consent. 

No objection being made 
for the present. 


CONTINGENT FUND OF THE SENATE. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I now ask the House to take 
up the bill to which 1 referred. 
The SPEAKER. 
bill will be taken up. 


The title of the bill was then read by the Clerk, 
as follows: 


‘An act to regulate the disbursement of the 


contingent fund of the Senate, and for other pur- 


poses.”’ 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
informing the House that they had passed House 
bill for the relief of William Blake; that they had 
also passed sundry other bills, and requesting the 
concurrence of the House therein. ] 

The SPEAKER. The amendments proposed 
by the Senate to the bill now before the House 
will be read by the Clerk. 

The first amendment was then read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Senate disagree to all the amend 
ments of the House of Representatives to the foregoing 
bill, except the sixth amendment, and agree to the said 
sixth amendment, so far as to strike out all after the enact 
ing clause of the third section, and insert in lieu thereof 

the following : 

“That it shall be the duty of the said Secretary of the 
Senate to deposit the moneys aforesaid, which may come 
into his hands, with the depositary which may be designated 
by the Secretary of the Treasury for other disbursing offi 
cers in the city of Washington, and all payments on account 
of the pay and mileage of members of the Senate, and all 
payments of their officers, and tor the contingent expenses 
of the Senate, shall be by drafts drawn by the Secretary on 
said depositary.”’ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. There is no neces- 
sity, | suppose, to refer this bill. When it came 
originally from the Senate there were three features 
which were unacceptable to the House. 
them made the Secretary of the Senate the dis- 


bursing officer in regard to the contingent fund of 


the Senate, and fixed his compensation over and 
above his salary as Clerk at $),000 a year. 

The second feature provided that when the 
vouchers of the Secretary of the Senate for dis- 
bursing the contingent fund had been passed by 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, they should be conclusive 
upon all the officers of the Treasury Department. 
The third. feature authorized, as [ suppose, the 
Secretary of the Senate to withdraw the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate from the Treasury De- 
partment, and deposit it wherever he chose, with 
bankers or brokers. 


Also, a communication of 


the bill was laid aside 


If there be no objection the 
The Chair hears no ob- | 
jection, and the Clerk will report the bill. 


One of 
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“The bill, as it comes to us now from the Senate 
leaves the bill in this form: that the Secretary of 
the Senate is made a disbursing officer to disburse 
the contingent fund, and his salary is fixed at 
$1,000. It is settled, if this bill in its 
present form, that the passing the vouchers of the 
Secretary of the Senate by the Senate committee 
is not conclusive upon the officers of the Treasury 
Department. It is provided, also, that the contin- 
gent fund shall be deposited by the Secretary of 
the Senate with the depositary selected by the 
Secretary of the Treasury for other disbursing 
officers in the city of W ashington. 

The effect of the bill, if it passes, will be to give 
the sanction of both Houses of Congress to what 
we regard as the proper construction of the Inde- 
pendent Treasury, and to establish the fact, that 
the vouchers for the disbursement of the contin- 
gent fund of the Senate must undergo the same 
ordeal as other vouchers; and will substitute law 
for usage, and place this whole business under the 
authority of legislative enactment. 

The House have therefore succeeded in both 
their amendments in which a principle is invalved ; 
and it would seem proper that we should yield the 
$1,000 additional salary to the Senate, and let the 
bill become a law. That, I believe, is a fair ex- 
planation of the matter, and | will detain the 
House no longer. 

Mr. MACE obtained the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- 
man to yield long enough to have the bill read as 
it will stand if the Llouse agree to the proposition 
of the Senate. 

Mr. MACE. 
for that purpose. 

The bill, as it comes from the Senate, was then 
read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. MACE. I have but very few remarks to 
make in relation to the provisions of the bill, as it 
is now presented to the House. I will say, in the 
outset, that my friend from Kentucky [Mr. Breck- 
InRIDGE] has fairly stated the provisions of the bill; 
and the only question now presented for the con- 
sideration of the House, in my opinion, is whether 
we will allow the Secretary of the Senate an addi- 
tional salary of $1,000. 

Now, it must be known to every member of 
the House that the present pay of that officer is 
$3,000 per annum, and I believe he has enjoyed 
that salary ever since 1827. He receives, then, 
under the law, as it now stands, the sum of $3,000 
per annum—the same that we pay our bureau 
officers, and the same that we pay the Clerk of this 
House. 

Now, I ask if it is the intention of the House to 
allow this officer the additional salary of $1,000— 
making his compensation in all $4,000 per annum 
—why you do not extend the same provision to 
the Clerk of this House, who has twice as onerous 
duties to perform, and make his salary $4,000 per 
annumys 

1 understand that he has a clerk under him 
whose duty it is to disburse the mileage pay and 
contingent fund; and that that clerk receives a 
salary of $1,500. He has also been provided with 
all the clerks that he has ever called for, at salaries 
larger, perhaps, than those which 
clerks of this House receive. 

Now, then, [ take it that it is unjust, and setting 
a bad precedent, to allow the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate $4,000 a year. It is more pay than he ought 
to have, making his salary $1,000 more than the 
salaries of the heads of bureaus, and of the Clerk 
of this House. It is suggested to me that he also 
gets the extra compensation which we allow at the 
close of every session in addition to that, and I 
suppose that he does. I content myself now with 
simply saying, that all I desire is, that the yeas and 
nays may be called upon that proposition, in order, 
that we may see who is disposed to give this addi- 
tional $1,000 to the Sec retary of the Senate. 

Mr. JON ES, of Tennessee. Weare now abou 
to vote on receding from our amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of tne Senate to the third sec- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
and nays. 


Mr. JONES. 


passes 


I have no objection to yslding 


the assistant 


On that I call for the yeas 


Will not the question be first 
upon receding from our amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentieman is right. The 
question will first be upon receding from theamend- 
ments of the House. 
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Mr. JONES. The Senate have nonconcurred 
in e amendment of the Liouse to the first sectior 
of the . The question will first be, whether the 
Llouse will recede from that amendment or not. 


Pine SP KAKER. That is 
moue of pitti the question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘There is 
made by the Senate which I regard as of vast tin- 
e, and | hope the House will vote upon it 
J mean that one which requires the dis- 
ng officer created by this make 
deposits under the direction of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury. | regard that amendment as vital to 
the law, and [ am satisfied that there is no oljec- 
tion to it here. | do not want, therefore, to link 
that amendment to the one that gives additional 
salary to the Secretary of the Senate, as it would 
thereby be endangered, and I regard it as vital to 
the law itself. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on receding 
from the following amendment proposed by the 
Louse to the bill of the Senate: In the first sec- 


tion, strike out the words: ‘‘and officers, and for 
” 


the parliamentary 


’ 
one amendment 
portance, 
by l 
burs ; 


bill to his 


contingent expenses. 

Mr. JONES. The House proposed to strike 
out those words; the Senate have non-concurred 
in that amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The effect of that amend- 
ment of the House was to separate the contingent 
fund of the Senate from their pay and mileage 
The House, by rec eding from that amendment, will 
make the Secretary of the Senate the disbursing 
officer for both those funds, and [ do not think 
that is objectionable. We do not want the yeas 
and nays on it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apprehends that 
the yeas and nays were demanded only on the 
amendment in relation to the s salary of the Secre- 
tary of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Thatis the proposition on 
which I demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no ob jection, the 
question will be taken without the yeas and nays 
upon the other amendments. 

The question was then taken on receding from 
the first amendment of the House, and it was 
agreed to. 


The question then recurred on receding from the 
following amendment of the House: 

‘* Strike out the following words from the eleventh sec 
tion: * And shall be allowed the sum of one thousand dol 
lars per annum as compensation over and above his salary 
as Secretary of the Senate for the duties hereby imposed 
upon him.” 

Mr. OLDS. I move that the House insist upon 
its amendment. The yeas and nays, I believe, 
have already been ordered. 

Vhe SPEAKER. The parliamentary usage 
has been to put the question on receding. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. We, in this part of 
the Hall, Mr. Speaker, do not understand upon 
what the question is now to be taken. By con- 
sent | ask that the section of the bill be read by 
the Clerk, as it is proposed to be amended by the 
House. 

The section of the bill 
the Clerk, as requested. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon reced- 
ing from the amendment of the House, so that 
those who are in favor of granting the Secretary 
of the Senate the $1, 000 additional salary pro- 
posed will! vote * aye;’’ those opposed ‘ no.” 

{A message in writing was here received from 
the President of the United Stat tes, by the hand of 
Sipney Wesster, Esq., his Private Secretary. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Without detaining 
the House, I-have only to remark this: After a 
very full conference with the Committee on Fi- 
nance of the Senate, the House committee agreed, 
as they gave up everything connected with princi- 
ple in that bill, to allow them, if it be the pleasure 
of the House, to retain the salary of $1,000 for 
their Secretary, for the sake of est: ablishing by law, 
and getting the sanction of both Houses of Con- 
cress, to the points: First, thatthe Auditing Com- 
mittee of the Senate should not pass vouchers, and 
make them conclusive upon officers of the Treas- 
ury Department; and, secondly, to the fact that 
these contingent funds must be kept in the Treas- 
ury of the United States. It strikes me that it 
would be treating the Senate disrespectfully, and 
with some severity, to refuse to allow the salary, 
after they have given up the two points which they 

made with so much fervor and vigor. 


alluded to was read by 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The salary of the 


Secretary of the Senate ts now $3,000 per annum. 
Phat body sent usa bill imposing, es they say, 
additional duties upon that othicer, and m posing, 
in consideration therefor, to increase his salary 


41,000, and to make it $4,000 instead of £3,000 
per annum 

~ When the House had this bill under considera- 
tion, it struck out so much of the bill as proposes 
t the Secretary $1,000. 
ill went back to the Senate. In that amend- 
they non-concurred. ‘They now send it to 
us, and the question for the House to vote upon 
whether we will recede from that amend- 
ment or ‘Those who are in favor of increas- 
ing the salary of the Secretary of the Senate $1,000 
will vote ‘*aye;’’ those who are opposed to re- 
ceding, and opposed to giving him that increase of 
salary, will vote **no,”’ and they will vote against 
the increase of salary. This 1s the question at 
present before the Liouse, and no other part of 
this bill is, as I conceive, now before us. 

Mr. WALSH. IJnasmuch as the proposition 
was plainly and intelligently stated by the Chair, 
and appears to be no new light thrown 
upon the subject, | demand the previous question. 

‘The previous question. was ‘ordered, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The previous question being, ** Will the House 
recede from its amendments to the Senate bill?’? it 
was put, and there were—yeas 66, nays 103; as 
follows: 

YFEAS—Messrs. Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Barksdale, Benson, Benton, Bissell, Breekinridg 
Campbell, Chandler, Churchwell, Corwin, Cox, 
De Witt, Dickinson, Disney, Dowdell, Dunbar, E 


oO Inerease the salary of 


The bil 


merit 


now is, 


not, 


us there 


Ball, 
Jugs, 
Crocker, 
dmands, 











| Edmundson, Farley, Flagler, Florence, Franklin, Goode, 
Goodrieh, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Haven, 
Hill, liowe, Hunt, Kerr, Lind » McDougall, NeNair, 
Macy, Maxwell, Mayall, John G. Miller, Mordecat Oliver, 
Peckham, Pennington, Phillips, Powell, Pringle, Ready, 
Riddle, David Ritehie, Sapp, Samuel A. Sith, Richard 


H. Stanton, Alexander H. 
lor, Upham, Vail, Walbrid 
Washburn, Tappan Wentw 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, 
Ashe, Belcher, Bennett, 
ter, Chamberlain, 
Cobb, Colquitt, ¢ 
John G. Davis, 


Stephens, Straub, John L 

Elhha B. Washburne, 

rth, and Dan?) B.Wrig 
James C. Allen, Willis 
Bliss, Boyce, Brooks, C 
Chastain, Clirtsian, Clark, Clingman, 
‘ook, Craige, Cullom, Curtis, Cutting, 
Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dent, Dick, Drum, 
Dunham, Edgerton, Ellison, English, Fauikner, Fenton, 
Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Green, Grow, Hamilton, Andrew 
J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Hib 
bard, Jobnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Roland 
Jones, Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, Leteher, Lilly, 
Lindsley, McCulloch, Macdonald, MeMuliin, MetQueen, 
Mace, Matteson, Middleswarth, Millson, Morgan, Morrison, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Jotun 
Perkins, Puryear, Thomas Ruchey, Robbins, Ruffin, Rus- 
sell, Sabin, Sage, Seward, Seymour, Shaw, Simmons, 
Skelton, Gernt Smith, William R. Smith, George W. 
Sinyth, Snodgrass, Hestor L. Stevens, ree m, Andrew 
Stuart, John J. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Vansant, 
Wade, Walker, Walsh, Wells, Whee ley r, and Witte—103. 

So the LLouse refused to recede from its amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DISNEY. There is upon the Speaker’s 
table a railroad bill from the Senate, which I de- 
sire to have taken up, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would remark to 
the gentleman that there are other amendments to 
the pending bill yet to be acted upon. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the House refused to recede from 
its amendment, and that the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table, 

The question was taken upon the latter motion, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thereare other amendments 
to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
next amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows 

‘Strike out 
thereof the words ‘ in addition to.’ 

Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment just reported 
is found in the first part of the second section of 
the bill, where the Committee of Ways and Means, 
say, ‘In liew of the bond heretofore given, he 
shall give, &c.’’ The House struck out the words 
‘Cin lieu’? and instead thereof inserted ** in addi- 
tion to.’’ The Senate nonconcurred in that 
amendment, and proposed to retain the words ** in 
lieu.” The Senate have added a third section, 
which requires the Secretary of the Senate to de- 
posit funds under the direct control of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and thereby obviates, 
as | think, the difficulty which the House amend- 


. Tay 
Israel 
ht—66. 
Alien, 
arpen 


The 


Clerk will report the 


the words ‘in lien of,’ 


and insert instead 


his 


‘| ment was intended to meet 
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The question being put, * Will we liens re- 
cede from its amendment?’’ it was decided in the 
atlirmative. 

‘The next amendment reported was as follows: 

‘Tasert after the words ‘by the,’ in the twenty-third line 
the word * first;’ aud, also, alter the word ‘ the,’ in 
twenty-uine, the word ¢ first.’ ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. There are two amendments 
of precisely the same character. The Qill, as it 
came from the Senate, says that the bond shall be 
taken by the Comptroller of the Treasury. Upon 
the recommendation of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, the House amended the bill so as to 
say the bond should be taken by the First Comp- 
troller. In aconference with some of the Senators 
who have examined this subject, they say that 
the law, of which this is a copy, used the word 
‘comptroller’? without saying which one, and 
the construction has always been that it meant 
First Comptroller. If the House yield the amend- 
ments which they made, in this respect, it will 
leave the matter as it stands under the construc- 
tion to which I have referred. 

‘The question being put, ** Will the House recede 
from its amendments?’’ it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is still another amend- 
ment, in the shape of an additional section. The 
Senate had a third section to the bill, which ex- 
empted their accounts from being audited at the 
Treasury Department. The House struck out 
that third section. Upon the return of the bill to 
the Senate, the Senate agreed to that amendment 
of the House, thereby yielding the third section, 
but they have agreed to our amendment with an 
amendment. They propose to put in the place of 
the third section, which we struck out, the section 
which is before the Clerk, and which I desire to 
have read. 

The third section was then read, as inserted ina 
preceding part of the proceedings 

The question was taken upon agreeing to the 
Senate amendment, and it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

“he title was then amended, so as to read: 

‘To constitute the Secretary of the Senate a disbursing 
officer for the purpose therein mentioned.”? 

Mr. DISNEY. I ask leave of the House to 
take up a ratlroad bill, for the purpose of referring 
it to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. HOUSYON. I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BISSELL. 
consent to that. 

{Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported, as correctly enrolled, House bill of 
the following title: 

**An act giving further time for satisfying claims 
for bounty lands, and for other purposes;’’ which 
thereupon received the signature of the Speaker.] 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovs- 
TON’s motion to suspend the rules, and there 
were—ayes 56, noes not counted. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 

THE SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr.CHANDLER. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make a joint report relative 
to the rescue of the sufferers on board of the San 
Francisco. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I object, and call for 
the rerular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. OLDS. The Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads have instructed me to report the 
following bill 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to ask a sus- 
pension of the rules, to allow me to present the 
report I have indicated. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order for the gentle- 
man to make that motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I move asuspension 
of the rules, to enable me to introduce the resolu- 
tions which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. OLDS. Will that motion be in order until 
the report of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads is disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Cuanpier] had not yielded the 
floor. 


Mr. CHANDLER. There is a report, of some 


? 


line 


I hope the House will not 





>, 
1854. 
leneth, which I desire read, in connection with the 
resolut! 

Mr. HI INT. |] 


port, and L believe 


ask for the reading of the re- 
there will be but one heart and 
iifer. 


one mind in the tm 


ihe joimt resolution was read by the Clerk, as 
fo tOoOWS: 
Joint Resotti 


the om 


in manifesting the sense of Congress towards 


ers and seamen of tie vesse's and others engaged 


in the rescue of the officers and soidiers of the Army, the 
passengers ind the officers and crew of the steamship 
San Francisco, trom perishing with the wreck of that 


vessel, 


Resalred hy the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United Stutes of slmerica in Congress ussemAled, ‘Thiat 
the President of the United States be reque sted to procure 
three valuable gold medals, with suitable devices, 
presented to Captain Creighton, of the ship Three Bells, of 
Giasgow 5 one to Capiain Low, of the bark Kilby, of 
ten; and one to Captain Stoufier, of the ship Autaretic, as 
testimonials of national gratitude tor their callant conduct 
in rescuing about five hundred Americans from the wreck 


one to be 


Bos- 


ofthe steamship San Francisco; and that the cost of the 
same be paid out of any money in the Treasury not other 
Wise appropriated. 

Sec. 2. Resolved, Tiiat a sum notexceeding $109,000 is 
hereby appropriated, out of anv money in the ‘Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to enable the President to reward, 
in such manner as ie may deem most appropriate, the of 
ficers and crews of those vessels that aided in the rescue of 


the survivors of said wreck, and such other persons as dis 
tinguished themselves by humanity and heroin 
on that occasion; the reward to be proportionate to the na- 
ture of the efforts made, and the merit of the 


offices of 


services rei- 


dered. so far as the same can be ascertained. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Now read the report. 
The Clerk was proceeding to read the report, 


as follows: 

The joint committee of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, to whom was referred the resolution of the 
Senate and House of Representatives * to inquire and re 
port in what form the acknowledgment of Congress may 
be most appropriately expressed to those benevolent and 
courageous mien who, under Providence, were the means 
of rescuing from death so many citizeus of this Republic,” 
have had the same under consideration, and submit to the 
respective Houses the following report: 

‘The steamship Sau Francisco, the property of the Pacifie 
Mail Steamship Company, of New York, was chartered by 
the War Departnentto couvey United States troops and 
jnilitary stores to California, via Cape Horn, 

She vett New York on the 22d December, 1853, having 
on board, in addition to the crew of the vessel, the third 
regunent of United States artillery, and several passengers, 
anong Whom Was 4 number of women and children; in 
all abouteight hundred souls, 

Onthe night of the 23d she encountered a severe 
which rendered her wholly unmanageable. On the 
ing of the 24th she was struck by a violent wave, which 
shattered ber quarter deck, her hurricane deck, and car 
ried away her upper saloon, and all the officers, soldiers, 

and passengers who had taken shelter init from the storm, 
amounting to about two hundred in number. The vessel 
Was very seriously damaged by this terrible shock, and 
continued afterwards to leak so badly that it required the 
utmost efforts of allon board to keep her afloat. On the 
same day, and soon after this dreadiul oecurrence, she 
spoke the brig Napoleon, of Portland. The captatn of this 
brig promised to lie by her, but was separated from her 
during the night. The next day, the 25th, the San Fran 
eiseo spoke the brig Maria, of Liverpool. 
the Maria also promised to lie by 
arated the 

On the 27th, the 


storm, 
mo4rh- 


lier, but the night sep- 
vessels. 





bark Kilby, of Boston, Captain Low, 
hove This vessel had suffered much in the storm 
tliat Wrecked the San Francisco. She was short of provis- 
jous and water, and leaking badly, yet her captain prom- 
ised to stand by the wreck, which promise he faithtully 
kept through the night. The next day, the 28th, upwards 
of one hundred persons, men, woinen, and clildren, were 
transferred trom the San Franeisco to the Kilby. This 
operation Was arrested by the increase of the gale at might, 
but it was intended to be resumed the next day, untiiall 
should be removed from the wreek ; the storin, however, 
inereasing with the night, the vessels were unavoidably 
separated. The Kilby cruised in search of the wreck for 
some time, until her own crippled and disabled condition 
co led her to abandon the seareb, and provide for her 
own safety. [Tt was full time, as she afterwards encoun 
tered great difficulties in getting safely into port. 

On the Sist, the ship Three Bells, of Glasgow, 
Creighton, came in sight, and on learning the 
passengers and crew, promise d to lie by them and suecor 
them at all bazards. ‘This vessel bad eutte ‘red severely from 
the storm, was shortof provisions and water, and leaked so 
badly that her condition was scarcely less critical than that 
of the San Francisco ; but her gallant commander faithfully 
kept his promise. At the mostimminent risk to his vessel, 
he lay by the wreck for several days of storm and danger, 
having for this purpose to perform the most skillful and per- 
jious maneuvers, passing frequently under the lee of the 
wreck to cheer and encourage those on board. 

On the 3d of January, 1804, the ship Antaretic, bound 
for Liverpool, fell in with the San Francisco, and gener- 
ously tendered assistance and succor to those on board. 
On the 4th and Sth all the surviving passengers not pre 
viously transterred to the Kilby were removed on board the 
Three Bells and Antarctic. On the 6th, all the officers and 
crew were taken from the wreck, Captain Watkins being 
the last man who abandoned the iil-fated vessel. 


in sight. 





Captain 
condition of the 








The bork Kilby, atter struggling with the winds and 
vaves for tourteen days, finally reached within ten miles 
of New York, whena storm arose and she was again driven 
tosea. The next day she fell in with the ship bany 


Thompson, of New York, whose commander, upon learn- 


The captain of 
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i distressed condition, kindly volun 
tcered to take the passengers ou board. ‘This removal was 
lintieudtately ¢ ted, and the Lucy Thoupson supphed 
tie IWibov With pro mS dod i Which she stood 
creatiypmrneed. The Lucy Thompsou brought these sul 
fering passengers in satet oNew York. 

The Kilby was a 


erwards found in a helpless con 

and was towed into Boston harbor by the 

New York. 
The ‘Three 


ition, 
steamer City of 


Bells arrived safely in New York, but 
cieut ime has not yet ¢ iapsed to hear of the 
Antarctic at Liverpool. 


sufli 
arrival of the 


‘The committee ar 


e deeply impressed 
conduct of these 


gallant men, 


with the as 
who aided in 


nerous 
rescuing our 


distressed countrymen trom the wreck of the San Fran 
Cisco. 
The commanders of the Three Bells, Kilby, and Antare 


tie deserve the grateful acknowledgmeuts of the country for 
their humanity and iutrepidity. 

‘Thanks and praise are especially due to Captain Creigh 
ton, of the Three Bells, who, tor six tempestuous days and 
nights, ina spirit of disinterested humanity, and at the in 
minent peril of bimself aud erew, stood by the sinking 
steamer unul ber gallant commander, who remained the last 
nan On board, abandoned the doomed and deserted vessel. 

Captain Watkins and his officers and crew appear to great 
advantage on this trying oceasion. Lieutenant 
Key Murray, of the United States Navy, is also entitled to 
especial notice for his humane and valuable services. Praise 
is also due to Surgeon Buel, of the San Francisco, ior the 
assiduity with which he attended to the sick and dying 
soldiers after they were separated from their own surgeons. 
Major Wyse and his junior officers deserve great credit for 
their efficient conduct in the absence of their superior of 
cers. Several others, who cannot now be designated by 
name, owing to the imperfect information before the com 
mittee, are believed also to be entitied to praise and to the 
thanks of the country. 

he committee are persuaded that these humane and 
noble services were rendered without any hope or expecta 
tion of pecuniary compensation; but they are, for that very 
reason, in the judgment of the committee, entitled not only 
to grateful acknowledgment, but also to some substantial 
reward. They theretore report a joint resolution tor that 
purpose. 


Francis 


JAMES SHIELDS, 

Chairman Joint Committee on the part of the Senate. 
JOSEPH R. CUANDLER, 

Chairman Joint Committee on the part of the House. 


Mr. WALSH. 
report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I 
rules for the purpose. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion is already pend~ 


ing to suspend the rules for the purpose of intro- 
ducing the resolution. 
The question being upon suspending the rules, 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, demanded a division. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 demand the yeas 
and nays. That will be the most effectual division. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was then taken, and the result 
was—yeas 90, nays 77; as follows: 


Y EAS—Merssrs. Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly 
er, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Bliss, Boyce, Bugg,Campbell, 
Carpenter, Caruthers, Chandler, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, 
Dawson, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Disney, Dowdell, Dun- 
bar, Edmands, Edmundson, Everhart, Parley,FPenton, Flag 
ler, Florence, Franklin, Gamble, Goodrich, Green, Grow, 
Harrison, Haven, Mill Howe,Hughes, Hunt, logersoll, Keitt, 
Kerr, Knox, Kurtz, McCulloch, McNair, Matteson, Meach- 
am, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Smith Miller, Morgan, 
Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Pennington, John Perkins, 
Pringle, Puryear, Ready, Riddle, David Ritchie, Robbins, 
togers, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seward, Simmons, 
Gerrit Sinith, Samuel A. Smith, Stratton, John J. Taylor, 
John L. ‘Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, ‘Trout, Uphain, Vail, 
Vansant, Wade, Walbridge, Elliiu B. Washburne, Israel 


I object to the reading of the 


move to suspend the 


, Ball, Belch 









Washburn, Wells, Tappan Wentworth, and Yates—99. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Ashe, Barksdale, Bissell, Becock, Breckinridge, Brooks, 


Chamberlain, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Cullom, John G. Davis, Dent, Dunham, Edgerton, 
English, Faulkner, Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Andrew J. Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, 
dricks, Henn, Houston, Daniel T. 
Jones, Roland Jones, Kittredge. 
Lindslev, Maedonald, 
Mace, Macy, Mayall. 
Noble, Olds, 


Clark, Cotb, Craige, 
Ellison, 
Hamilton, 
Hastings, Hen 
Jones, Georze W. 
Latham, Letcher, Lilly, 
MeDougall, MeMullin, MeQueen, 
Millson, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, 
Audrew Cliver, Orr, Peck, Pe See Phelps, 
Powell, Pre , Richardson, Thomas Rite , Ruffin, Sey 
mour, Shaw, Skelton, William Simith, W itt am R. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Snodgrass, Hestor L. Stevens, Walker, 
Walsh, Wheeler, and Witte—77. 





ston 


So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 

Mr. OLDS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, introduced the following 
which were severally read a first and second 
time by their titles, referred to the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed: 


bills; 


‘¢ A bill abolishing the present ocean mail steam- 
er service, and authorizing the Postmaster General 
to relet the same in 
of the inland mail 


poses. — : ; 
‘¢ A bill to modify the nineteenth section of the 


accordance with the usages 


service, and for other pur- 


BAT 


act A Mi arch, , 1845, concerning the compensa- 
tion of 1 md companies, ’’ 
Mr. GooDR “H. ! ask the unanimous con- 


sent of the pe to Intreduce 


a resolution. 
vir. Jt INES of 


lennessee. L object, and move 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
state of the Union. Unless we do this, we 


shall have the day spent in motions to suspend 


the 


the rules. 
Mr. BISSELL. I hope that motion will not 
prevail. ‘There are some important reports which 


the committees of this House should have an op- 
portunity of presenting, 

Mr. JONES. You can make your reports to- 
morrow. 

The question was put; and, upon a division, 
there were—ayes 62, noes 70. 

So the House refused to go into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GOODRICH. 
tion may be read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution, having been 
objected to in advance, cannot be read, except by 
uhanimous consent. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. GOODRICH. I move to suspend the 
rules, for the purpose of enabling me to offer the 
resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may make 
that motion, and he has now the right to have the 
resolution read. 


The Clerk then read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the message from the President of the 
United States of January 24, 1853, with the accompanying 
papers, transmitted to this House in answer to a resolution 
of the House of December 27, 1852, on the subject of the 
compensation of certain custom house officers, be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to 
report thereon by bill or otherwise. 


I now ask that my resolu- 


The question was put, 
voting in the affirmative) 
pended. 

Mr. McDOUGALL, from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, reported back a 
bill of the fullowing title, with a recommendation 
that it do 

‘© A bill authorizing the President of the United 
States to contract for a semi-monthly mail, by 
steamships, between San Francisco and some port 
in China.”’ 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
for the District of C olumbia, made an adverse re- 
port on the petition of William Wheatley, of the 
District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie 
upon the table, and be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the same committee, re- 
ported back Senate bill (No. 45) ‘* to incorporate 
the Pioneer Manufacturing Company of George- 
town, District of Columbia,’’ with a recommend- 
ation . it do pass. 

Mr. D. said: | move that the bill be put upon 
its passage, believixg that we can get rid of it now 
in less time than we can at any other time, and 
that there will be no objection to it if | makea 
brief statement of facts: I ask for the reading of 
the bill. 7 

The bill was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
in reference 
regard it as 


and (two thirds not 
the rules were not sus- 


WSS: 


I have but a single word to say 
to this bill. In its present shape, I 
perfectly harmless. So-far as lam 
concerned, I am opposed to corporat! ons on prin- 
ciple; but this 
ruarded 


one 18 so properly sod carefully 
, that I am ofopinion its operation will be 


perfectly harmless. By a reference to its provis- 
1ons, it will | ne duewnsel that this corporation 18 
forever prohibited engaging in banking of any 
kind, in issuing or emitting any kind of paper as 


a circulating medium; that the stockholders are 


made individually liable for its debts: and that 
Con ress reserves the power of ch: inging, modi- 
fying, or repealing thecharter at pleasure. In this 


view of the case, cannot conceive that there can 
be objection to the passage of the bill as reported 
from the committee. This is all | desire to say. 
I now eall for the previous question. : 


JONES, of T 


ennessee. | move that the 
to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and be printed 
may know and understand what it is. 
be some amendment necessary. 


bill be referre 
, so that we 
There may 
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The call for the previous question was not 
seconded. 
Mr. JONES. I now move that the bill be re- 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and be printed. 

The question was taken, and there were, upona 
division—ayes 67, noes not counted. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. KERR, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the petition and papers of James Morrison 
and others, sureties of G. R. C. Floyd, late Secretary of 
the 'Terrjtory of Wisconsin, be discharged trom the further 
consideration thereof, aud that the same be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Mr. CORWIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported the following bill; 
which was read a first and second time by its ttle, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed: 

‘*A bill for the rehef of the children and heirs 
of Major General Baron De Kalb.”’ 

On motion by Mr. LATHAM, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be dis- 
charged trom the further consideration of the petition and 
papers of Thomas Ellis, and that the same be referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. ORR, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be dis 
charged trom the further consideration of the peution of 
Joel Hlenry Dyer, of Tennessee, asking for compensation 
for services rendered the United States in the war with the 
Seminole Indians, and that the same be referred to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. BISSELL, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, as follows, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

‘A bill to increase the present military estab- 
lishment of the United States, and. for other pur- 
poses.” 

Mr. BISSELL, from the same committee, in- 
troduced a bill ‘*to regulate the pay and increase 
the efficiency of the Army of the United States, 
and for other purposes;’’ which was read the first 
and second time by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BISSELL also, from the same committee, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, Senate bill (No. 
17) entitled **An act to reimburse to the Common 
Council of the City of New York the expenses 
made by the first regiment of the New York vol- 
unteers;’’ which was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BENTON. I desire to reporta bill * grant- 
ing the right of way to the Saint Louis and [ron 
Mountain Railroad Company,’’ which was re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands, and 
afterwards referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. It is a local bill, makesno appropriation, 
and merely gives the right of way to a railroad 
company, in the State of Missouri. The com- 
mittee have fully considered it, and instructed me 
to reportin its favor. We have the recommenda- 
tion of the Secret iry of War upon the subject, 
and all the safeguards are provided for in the bill 
which are deemed necessary. I ask to put the 
bill upon its passage, as there is no appropriation 
mn it. 

The bill was then read through by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed, and read the third 
time. 

The question was taken, and there were—ayes 
68, noes 21. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and that it be printed; and I ask for 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. 
Alabama, and SKELTON were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 38, noes 74; no quorum voting. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask for the yeas 
and nays upon the motion to commit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair 
there is a quorum present. If there is no quorum 
here we cannot do business at all. 

Mr. JONES. To settle that question I move 
there be a call of the Elouse. 

The motion was agreed to. 


such officer belongs. 


Harris of 


will ascertain if 


| California e arly in the year 1852. 
| it was then ascertained that certain officers of the || 
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The roll was accordingly called, and 176 mem- 
bers answered to their names. 

Aq um being now present, 

Mr. Jt INES moved to dispense with all further 
procee lings under thee ll. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The tellers will now resume 
their places. 

Mr. JONES. [call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The tellers then resumed their places, and the 
question on the motion to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
was again put, and it was decided in the negative— 
ayes 59, noes 79. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 


uor 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was subsequently read the third 
time. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. I 
reading of the bill at length. 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. FULLER. I wish to inquire wheter this 
bill meets with the approbation of the Secretary 
of War? 

Mr. BENTON. I willanswerthe gentleman’s 
question. I have been twice in consultation with 
the Secretary of War upon this subject. There are 
three pieces of the pu! blic grounds through which 
this railroad passes. “The Secretary has no objec- 
tion at all to its passage through two of them, but 
he thinks there will be some inconvenience from 
its passage through the third. But that inconve- 
nience is guarded against as far as guards can go; 
and so far, in my opinion, that there can be no 
sort of danger of inconvenience to the public prop- 
erty, and the advantage to the public will far tran- 
scend any inconvenience. ‘This, sir, is the result 
of my interview with the Secretary of War. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed, 
there being, on a division—ayes 93, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. MILLER. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred Senate bill 
(No. 33) entitled ‘An act for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Major Caleb Swan, deceased,”’ 
reported the same back without amendment; and 
it was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, 
and ordered to be printed. 


call for the 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the same committee, | 


reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, ‘*A bill prohibit- 
ing the officers of the Army and Navy from 


having an interest in contracts for the supply of 


any article for any branch of the service to which 
9 

Mr. F. said: Mr. Speaker, | ask that the bill be 
at once put upon its passage. lam sure, after it 
has been read, that there will not be found asingle 
member to object. Members will only be aston- 
ished that we have not had such a law upon our 
statute-book before this time. 

The bill was read through. It provides that no 
officer of the Army or Navy, or person employed 
as agent by a disbursing officer of the Army or 
Navy, shall be a party to, or directly or indirectly 
have an interest in, any contract or agreement for 
supply of any article, or the execution of any 
work for any branch of the service to which such 
officer or agent belongs, and that any officer of the 
Army or Navy offer ding against its provisions 
shall, on conviction therefor before a court-martial, 
be cashiered. It further provides that no officer or 
agent of the United States shall pay for any article 
sold or work done contrary to its provisions, and 
that any contract or agreement made in violation 
thereof shall be null and void, and that the articles 


' delivered and the work done in pursuance of said 


contract or agreement shall be forfeited to the 
Government of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
ordering the bill to be reed a third time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire, sir, that this bill 
shall be put upon its immediate passage. The ne- 
cessity for some legislation upon this subject was 
de velope d by some transactions which occurred in 
It seems that 








army about Sonora had been oneal in purchas- 
ing articles of supply for the army, and selling 
them ata profit to the Government. i recollect one 
case of a Colonel Hooker, who contracted with the 
acting assistant quartermaster at the port of Sonora 
to deliver one hundred and fifty tons of hay, at 
thirty-five dollars per ton. ‘The hay was delivered 
and paid for, and Colonel Hooker realized twelve 
dollars a ton upon the hay. He was summoned 
before a court-martial, ordered by General Hitch- 
cock, and although the facts were clearly and 
conclusively established, the officer was fully ac- 
quitted, upon the ground that there was no law 
prohibiting said conduct. I need scarcely say 
that such practices, if permitted i: the Army, must 
be destructive of the character of the Army—inju- 
rious to the public interests, and productive of 
frauds, peculations, and endless abuses. The 
Secretary of War called the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to this subject,in 1852, 
when the bill now submitted was prepared, under 
my supery ision. I wasdirected to report it ‘gurl Ins 
the last Congress, but no opportunity presented 
for so doing. I trust it will now pass without 
further delry. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and be printed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I ask for tellers on the 
question. 

‘ellers were ordered; and Messrs. Mace, and 
Stanton of Kentucky, appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 57, noes not counted. 

So the motion was not agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question recurs upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed, and read a third 
time. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 
may be read. 

No objection being made, the bill was accord- 
ingly read in extenso. 

TAYLOR, of Ohio. I propose to amend 
the bill by inserting, after the words ‘‘ officers of 
the Army and Nav: y,’’ the words ** or the officers 
of the Government of the United States.” 

Mr. BISSELL. I would suggest very respect- 
fully to the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. ‘Tayzor,] 
although I have no Soult his objec tis a very good 
one, that his amendment, if attached to the bill, 
will unquestionably lead to much discussion, and 
that the bill will not pass. I hope, upon reflec- 
tion, that he will withdraw his amendment, and 
take some other occasion to embody his views in 
a separate bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I merely wish to say, that it 
seems to me, if it is proper to prohibit officers of 
the Army and N vavy, in the service of the United 
States, from engaging in any contracts in whieh 
the United States are interested, that it is equally 
proper to prohibit all other agents and officers of 
the Government outside of the Army and Navy. 
W hat objection can there be to the amendment? 

Mr. BISSELL. I agree with the gentleman 
from Ohio in the object he seeks to accomplish; 
but I question the propriety of introducing such an 
amendment now to the bill; for [ think ‘| clearly 
foresee that the effect of it will be to delay the pas- 
sage of this bill, which has been very much needed 
for along ume. Does not the gentleman think so 
himself? 

Mr. TAYLOR. If I thought so I would not 
insist upen the amendment. I think the amend- 
ment is clearly right. 

Mr. BISSELL. The proposition of the gentle- 
man from Ohio will undoubtedly lead to much dis- 
cussion, although | think sucha proposition would 
meet with the favor of this House. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I would suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio that there is no provision 
made in this bill for penalties. The bill provides 
that the persons guilty of the offense shall be 

cashiered; and I would suggest to the gentleman, 

that he attach an additional section to the bill, pro- 
viding for the proper penalties, instead of inserting 
the few words he proposes by his amendment. 

Mr. BISSELL. There is an evident impro- 
priety in offering this as an amendment to the bill 
at present. 

Mr. TAYLOR. If it bein order, I would move 
to recommit the bill to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, with instructions to have such an amend- 
ment prepared for the action of the ess thereon. 

Mr. BISSELL. There is another incongruity. 


ask that the bill 


1854. 


The Committee on 


Military Affairs is not the 
proper committee to determine upon the punish- 
ment which should be inflicted upon a civil officer 
of the Government for fraud ‘or peculation. 

A Member. Let it go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BISSELL. Every step we take shows 
the propriety of keeping these two matters dis- 
tinct from each other. Let the gentleman in- 
troduce a bill which shall accoinplish the purpose 
he proposes, or let him introduce a resolution re- 
quiring the proper committee to reporta bill which 
shall reach other officers of the Government. This 
bill is intended only to reach military officers, 
which are the only ones over 
tee on Mititary Affairs can have jurisdiction. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 


endanger the 


{ do not 
passage of this 


wish to delay or 
bill; and without 
being able to see much force in the apprehensions 
of the gentleman from Illinois, yet with a view of 


which the Commit- | 


doing some good, | withdraw my amendment for | 


the present. 

Mr. WALKER. I do not see why the restric- 
tion should be made in reference to the branch of 
the service to which the individual belongs. It 
strikes me that the bill would be improved very 
much by striking out that provision, and insert- 
ing the words ‘in any branch of the military ser- 


vier of the United States.’’ | move that as an 
amerdment. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I[ then move that 


the bill, with the amendment, be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and be printed. I think the House will 
see the propriety of referring this bill, and of let- 
ting gentlemen have an opportunity of making 
provision for including all the officers of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee | demand the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question was put; and, upon a division, 49 
rose inthe affirmative. 

Mr. MILLSON. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Vatz, and 
Harris of Alabama, were appointed. 


The question was then put, and the tellers re- | 


ported—ayes 67, noes 57. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


pired ? 
The SPEAKER. It has. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Bills are accumulating very 


rapidly upon the Speaker’s table, and though I 
greatly desire to finish the deficiency bill this even- 
ing yet | propose, if the House will agree to it, 
to dispose of the bills on the Speaker’s table. i 


Has the morning hour ex- | 


move thatthe House do now proceed to the busi- | 


ness on the Speaker’s table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INVALID PENSIONS. 

House bill “* making an appropriation for the 
payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United States, for the year ending 30th June, 
855,’ returned from the Senate with an amend- 
ment, was taken from the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [understand that the Sen- 
ate have amended this bill, 


pensions, 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out the following: 

« For pensions of invalids who were wounded on board 
private armed vessels during the last war with Great Brit 
ain, $2,800; and the office for paying privateer pensions in 
Bostou is hereby abolished, and said pensions shall be paid 
as privateer pensioners are paid at other places,’’ 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was avreed to. 

COMMUNICATIONS FROM DEPARTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the President of the United States, 


by striking out that | 
portion of it which relates to the pay of privateer |; 


transmitting a report from the Secretary of State | 
in reply to the resolution of the House of Repre- 


sentatives of the 14th of December last, requesung 
from the President ‘a statement of the privileges 
and restrictions of the commercial intercourse of 
the United States with all foreign nations, similar 


to that communicated to this House on 29th of | 


March, 1842; and further, that he be requested to 
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iaues een the tariff of wiles nations iad that of the 
United States, similak to the one prepared and laid 
before this body in Mv@ich, 1 1842;”’ 

Which was, on motion by Mr. JONES, of ‘Ten- 
nessee, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. . 

Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, transmitting a copy of the letter of 
Hon. Henry M. Rice, the Delegate from Minne- 
sota Territory, to the Interior Department, to- 
gether with the message of the Governor of that 
Territory, to which the letter refers, asking an 
additional appropriation of $10,000 for inclosing 
and otherwise finishing the Territorial capital and 
penitentiary; which was referred, on motion by Mr. 
Haven, to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with the law, 
approved March 3, 1853, the several reports 
received from the engineers and other persons 
employed to make explorations and surveys to 
ascertain the most practicable and economical route 
for a railroad from the Mississippi river to the 
Pxeific ocean; which was, on motion by Mr. 
Haven, referred to the special committee appointed 
for the consideration of the Pacifie railroad ques- 
tion, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


TheSPEAKER. House bill (No. 47) entitled 

* Anact making appropriations for the support of 
dc Military Academy for the year ending 30th 
June, 1855,’’ has been returned from the Senate, 
with an amendment. 

‘The Senace amendment was then read: 

** Add at the end of the bill the following: ‘ 
and addition to professors’ quarters $5,000.’ 
exercise hall $20,000.’ ”? 

Mr. HIBBARD. I move to refer the bill to the 
Committee of Ways and hk 


Vieans. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I think it is hardly neces- 
sary to refer the bill. 


1 There is but one amend- 
ment; and [ think the House is as well prepared 
to vote upon it now as they will be at any time. 
That cavalry hall is the old riding hall with which 
the House has been acquainted for ten or fifteen 
years. The House always votes it out, and the 
Senate votes it in. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
amendment now? 

The SPEAKER. The proposition before the 
House is upon the motion to commit. It is there- 
fore not open to amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I hope it will be committed 
dut [ wish to make a suggestion to the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. Mem- 
bers will recollect, those who have served here for 


for repairs 
* For cavalry 


Is the bill open to 


some years especially, that we have the report of 


a board of visitors to West Point every year, for 
which we pay $3,000. [Eminent civilians are sent 
there to witness the examination of the students, 
to ascertain their progress, and report thereon. 
They make recommendations tous. Oneof them, 
in reference to this riding hall, has been repeat- 
edly made to us unanimously. I believe it is ne- 
cessary, as | have seen it, and know the import- 
ance of it. 

Zesides, Mr. Speaker, during the five or six 
years I have held a seat here I have endeavored 
to have an amendment adopted, to restore to the 
cadets the old pay, which they received some years 
ago. Their former pay was about $28 per month, 
but it was reduced to $24 some years ago, for what 
reason 1 donot know. The Board of Visitors an- 
nually sent by the Executive to visit this Academy 
has, for several years » unanimously recommended, 
ine onsideration of the increased pric eof living, and 
with a view to place all the cadets upon the exact 
equality required by law, that the old pay of the 
cadets, of $28 20 per month be restored, in the 
place of $24, which they receive now. A poor 
young man sent to that institution cannot support 
himself there without the aid of his friends. It 
was stated, by an eminent gentleman who repre- 
sented that districtin Congress a few years ago, that 
the market at West Point was higher than it was 
in the city of New York itself, owing to its prox- 
imity to that city. The cadets are required to 
pay their own board, to clothe themselves hand- 
somely, and to appear regularly upon drill every 
day upon $24 per month. The price of every 
thing has increased, but for some in ison or other 


give a table, exhibiting a comparative statement || the pay of the cadets has been diminished. I 
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‘haps the bill may be referred back, with a view 
to have this matter provided for, and if it is in 
order now I will make that motion. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Such a motion is not in 
order. 
Mr. HIBBARD. I would simply state to the 


gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Tayxor] that I sup- 
pose he may debate the merits of this bill upon 
the motion to referit. But my purpose was not 
now to open debate upon the bill, but to refer it, 
and when it comes from the committee it will be 
open to debate. It is evident that we need the 
time to-day for other things than the debate of 
this bill, and I think it would be wellif the gen- 
tleman will allow the bill to go to the committee 
upon my motion. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I am much obliged to the 
gentleman; and I will merely say, that when the 


proper time arrives, if I can get the opportunity, 
[ shall say something in reference to this riding 


hall, which I have personally inspected, and the 
necessity of which I haveseen. ‘The students are 
required to perform cavalry exercise whether it 
rains and storms or not. 

In the case of a storm they ought to be under 
some shelter, but the place now provided for a 
riding school is a dangerous one for young men 
in which to take such exercise, and not at all suit- 
able. Upona recent visit there, | understood that 
cadets were often thrown in the miserable place 
which is nuw used as their riding hall, but which 
looks more like a stable than a place to instruct 
in cavalry tactics, and the consequence is that 
accidents occur, and they are not unfrequently 
sent to the hospital. Let us either abolish this 
riding hall altogether or establish a good one. It 
may be said, that young men may be exercised 
in cavalry drill all the time out of doors. When 
you come to consider that it is necessary to keep 
up daily regular instruction, there must he some 
seasons,in rainy and stormy weather, when such 
instruction can be given only under shelter. I 
trust, therefore, before the bill passes this House, 
and goes back to the Senate, that we will mature 
it, and at least look into the recommendations of 
the Board of Visitors of the Academy at West 
Point. Why should we send a Board of Visitors 
there unless some attention is paid to their recom- 
mendations? If they are worth anything let us 
pass upon them and adopt them. If not, let us 
abolish this riding hall, or carry out the recom- 
mendations so repeatedly made to us. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I do not propose to debate 
the motion now, and I call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


STEAMSHIP SAN FRAN 

The SPEAKER. The business next in order 

is House bill (No. 135) ** for the relief of the 

United States troops that suffered by the recent 

disaster to the steamship San Franciseo;’? which 

has been returned from the Senate, with sundry 
amendments. 

The first amendment was then read, as follows: 

** At line eight, after the word ‘ sea,’ insert § and to Lieu 

tenant Francis Key Murray and any other officer and 


seamen of the United States Navy who was on board of 
said steamship under orders.’ ”? 


Mr. ORR. 


ments, 


YCISCO. 


I think that this bill and amend- 
had better be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and I therefore make that motion. 

Mr. McMULLIN. It occurs to me that the 
proper reference would be to send this bill to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. It provides for 
a very large appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the 
bill will be referred to the Committee on ee 
Affairs. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

The following bills from the Senate were then 
taken up in their order, read the first and second 
time by their titles, and referred as indicated 
below: 

‘© An act (No. 31) for the relief of Purser Fran- 
cis B. Stockton.’’ Referred to the Commfttee on 
Naval Affairs. 

‘An act (No. 52) for the relief of Mary E. D. 
Blaney, widow of the late! Major George BI laney. 
Referred to the Committee of Claims. 
















































































































THE CONGRESSION 


‘ An act (No. 53) for the relief of the sureties 
of Daniel Winslow.’’ Referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

«© An act (No. 72 
representatives of Uriah Prewitt, deceased. 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

“© An act (No. 110) for the relief of the children 
of the late Lieutenant Michael Everly, a revoiu- 
tionary officer.’’ Referred to the Committee 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

**An act (No. 103) confirming a certain land 
claim in Louisiana known as the Fleurian claim.”’ 
Referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims 

‘An act (No. 114) for the relief of Thomas 
Pember.’’ Referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

**An act (No. 
Mickum.”’ 
Affairs. 

“An act (No. 128) for the relief of [Tiram 
Paulding.’”? Referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

‘© A resolution (No. 8) 
ers of the steamer Fanny. 
mittee on Commerce. 

“An act (No. 30) for the relief of Thomas 
Marston Taylor.”? Referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

** An act (No. 55) to 
port of New Orleans.”’ 
tee on Commerce. 

‘An act (No. 62) for the relief of Richard M. 
Jouton, George Wright, and the widow of Marvin 
W.Fisher.’’? Referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

‘An act (No. 87) for the relief of Jacob Gid- 
eon.’ Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

** An act (No. 89) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of the late Captain William G. Wil- 
liams.’’? Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

*© An act (No. 122) to amend the third section 
of the act making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1854, and for other purposes.”’ 
Referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

“‘An act (No 149) granting a portion of the 
public lands to the State of Wisconsin to aid in 
the construction of a railroad and branch railroad 
in said State.’? Referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands. 

“An act (No. 
tlement of 


for the relief of the heirs and 


” Ke- 


Oli 


115) for the relief of Samue: 
Referred to the Committee on Naval 


for the relief of the own- 
>? Referred to the Com- 


extend the limits of the 
Referred to the Commit- 


156) to provide for the final set- 
the accounts of Jonathan Kearsley, 


late receiver of public moneys at Detroit, and of | 
John Biddle, late register of the land office at that 


place.’ teferred to the Committee Public 
Lands. 

‘* An act (No. 38) to provide for the accommo- 
dation of the courts of the United States in the 
State of Massachusetts.’’ Referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

‘An act (No. 132) increasing 
Albert Hart.’? Referred to the 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

**An act (No. 133) for the relief of Lavinia 
‘Taylor.”’ Referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

*©An act (No. 134) for the relief of Allen G. 
Johnson.’? Referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

**Anact (No. 135) for the relief of Adam D. 
Stewart, paymaster of the United States Army.” 
Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

© An act for the relief of Richard Fitzpatrick. 
Referred to the Committee on Miltary Affairs. 

‘6 An act for the relief of Don B. Juan Do- 
merce.’’ Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

‘An act for the compensation of James W. 
Low and others, for the capture of the British 
private armed schooner Ann, during the late war 
with Great Britain. Referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

‘ Anact for therelief of Purser T. P. McBlair.”’ 
Referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

‘An act for the relief of John G. Camp.” 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

“An act for the relief of Samuel H. 
stead.’ Referred to the Committee on 
diciary. 

‘sAnact forthe relief of the lea! repres ent itives 
of the tate Thomas Chapman, formerly co Necto ir 
of South Carolina.’? Re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

**An act for the relief of Isaac Varm, senior.’’ 
Referred to the Committee of Claims. 
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Committee on 
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Xe- 


Sen 


the Ju- 


f the port of Georgetown, 


Richard King.” Re- 
-rivate Land Claims. 


act for the relief of 


“An 


ferred to the Committee on 


SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC PRINTING. 


The joint resolution from the Senate ** author- 
yee in the office of the 

Printing,’’? was 
riiilirige, Vas 


the fi 
lent of the Publie 
next ideration, 

The SPEAKER stated that a motion was pend- 
ing to refer the joint resolution to the Cominittee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MURRAY. L hope it will not be so re- 
ferred, but that it will be put upon its passage. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virgina. The question is not 
understood in this part of the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be 
again reported. 

Mr. DISNEY. Was not the resolution re- 
ported back from the Committee on Printing? 

The SPEAKER. It was; and it is proposed 
by that committee to put it upon its passage. A 
motion, however, is pending to refer it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 think that there is some 
misunderstanding in reference to this matter. The 
resolution may have been informally before the 
Committee on Printing; but, as my Intorm- 
ation extends, it was never referred to it by a vote 
of this House. 

Mr. MURRAY. The resolution was referred 
to the Joint Committee on Printing, and after con- 
sideration, reported by the chairman of that 
committee to the Senate, from whence it comes 
before this House 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
ferred by the Senate to the Joint Committee on 
Printing, and by them it was authorized to be re- 
ported back to that body. It therefore was before 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HIBBARD. 1 would inquire of gentle- 
men of that committee whether they considered 
the same matter, and agreed to report favorably 
on itr 

Mr. STANTON. We did, sir. 

Mr. HIBBARD. If that be so, it is then en- 
tirely unnecessary to again commit the resolution. 

The resolution was read through. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, with instructions to inquire into the expe- 
diency of subjecting and making amenable the 
Superintendency of the Public Printing to the In- 
terior Department. 

Mr. GROW. TheS 
lic Printing has now to give bonds for the faithful 
discharge of allof hisduties. Werequireof him, 
by law, to superintend the whole of the public 
printing, and hold him resnonsible for the faithful 
execution of that duty. Then why should he not 
have the appointment of his own officers? If he 
is to be accountable for the proper execution of the 
printing and the engraving of maps, &e., he should 
certainly have the ay ppointment of his own officers. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is another point in 
the instructions of the gentleman from T'ennessee 
which 1 think commends itself to the favorable 
consideration of this House, and I desire to call 
attention to it. At present the Committee on 
Printing supervise the accounts of the Superin- 
tendent. The Superintendent makes no formal 
requisition for money unless his accounts have un- 
dergone the ordinary supervision of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, all of which is right and proper 
enough, admitting that committee isalways enough 
at leisure to supervise those accounts: but there is 
a time when that committee is not in existence. 
During the recesses between the sessions of Con- 
gress that committee is not here to supervise the 
actions of the Superintendent in reference to the 
public printing. 

There is a joint resolution, however, which says 
that during the absence of the Committee on Print- 
ing the Superintendent’s accounts shall undergo 
the supervision of the Clerk of the House and the 
Secretary of the Senate. Now, sir, | think in 
that there is a great defect; and this subject ought 
to be placed under the charge of som? permanent 
and responsible Department of the Government, 
which is continuous and always here to super- 
dattend to the bi publie print- 
One of the provisions of the law in relation 

nay not be able to turn 


to the publie prin itine—T 1 
to it that when the work 


izing an crease of 


Superinteric 


aken up for cons 


so far 
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isiness of the 
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immediately—requires, 
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It was re- | 


uperintendent of the Pub- 
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Public Printing shall, if he deems it unfit to he re- 
entirely. It, 


that he 


ceived, reject it however, It is in 


condiiion may receive if, he ree 
making deduction, according to his iu 
ment, and if there ts any dispute between hin a 
the public printer the question shall be 
by Commitiee on Printing. ‘That of itself 
shows that it is absolutely essential to the health- 
ful action of that part of the public printing that 
there should be some permanent, responsible au- 
thority to supervise the action of the Superintend- 
ent in connection with the public printing of the 
two Houses. It will notdo to say that 
which | have pointed out is cured by the jomt 
resolution which refers itto the Clerk of the House 
and the Secretary of the Senate, for the reason — 
those two officers have aboutas much as they ¢ 
attend to. ‘They should not have the power to 
supervise. They are notthe persons to whom we 
ought to refer a matter of this sort, to supervise 
the acts of the Superintendent of the Public Print- 
ing, and to act as a check upon him. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. The gentle- 
man from Alabama (Mr. Houston} labors under 
a misapprehension as to the power of this Super- 
intendent cf Public Printing. He has the control 
of no funds whatever, except about $1,000 of con- 
tingent money usually : appropriated tor the benefit 
of that office. The accounts of the public printer 
and the binder are settled by the Comptroller of 
the Treasury, in the same manneras all other ac- 
counts are settled. The only money under the 
control of the Superintendent is the $1,000 every 
year voted for the contingent purposes of that 
office. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will read the law, if the 
gentleman will allow me. The law says: 

“We shall inspeet the work when executed by the pub- 
lic printer or printers, and shall record, in a book or books, 
to be by him kept for that purpose, the dates at which the 
returns of said work ore made, and whether the same is 
executed in a neat and workmanlike manner, upon the pa- 
per furnished to the public printers by said Superintend 
ent, and the amount allowed by said Superintendent for 
said printing. It shall be his duty to supervise the exe- 
cution of the public printing, and inspeet the work when 
executed, and to see that the same is done with neatness 
and dispatch, and report every failure or delingueney of 
duty on the part of the publie printer, and from time to time 
to report the said delinquencies to the Joint Committee of 
Cougress on Printing. He shall issue his certificate tor the 
amount due to the public printer for such work as shall liave 
been taithfully executed, which certificate shall be made 
payable to the publie printer at the Treasury of the United 
States, and shall not be assignable or transferable by an in- 
dorsement and delivered to any third party. Said certifi 
eate of the Superintendent shall be a sufficient voucher 
for the Comptroller to pass, and for the Treasurer, upon the 
order of the Second Comptroller, to pay the same.” 


some 


e der 


the 


the defect 


I think, according to this jaw, I was not mis- 
taken at all. 

Mr. STANTON. I intended simply to say 
that the duty of the Superintendent is to supervise 
the public printing, and to see that the same 1s 
properly executed, and according to the terms of 
the law. He draws no money out of the Treas- 
ury, and he has no money at hiscommand. 

Mr. HAVEN. If the gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. Houston] will be kind enough to send 
me the statute from which he read, I will add a 
few words in reference to this matter. 

During the last Congress I happened to he a 
member of the Joint Committeeon Printing. That 
committee during that Congress was rather a lively 
committee—at least its duties were quite thankless 
and very arduous, and it became possessed of some 
information in reference to the printing law of 1852 
that may be of service to the House now. 

Mr. Speaker, in my judgment, the increased 
force provided for in this bill is necessary. | regret 
to say it, sir, for | regret the increase of the num- 
ber of employees of the Government; but a due 
regard to the transaction of the business cast upon 
the Superintendent of Public Printing, | think, de- 
mands the passage of this bill. 

In addition, sir, to the general information ac- 
quired last Congress, in my service upon the 
Committee on Printing, [ have taken special pains 
and made particular in — in reference to this 
matter, since the bill has lain upon vour table. 

‘There is some point and merit . Sir, in the sug- 
gestion made by the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, 
[Mr. Jones,] that the Superintendent of Printing 
might well be placed under the general supervision 
of the Department of the Interior. Still, sir, I 
think the gentleman’s motien is at war with 
general spirit of the printing act of 1852. It will 


, 


the 


1; shall be brought in the Superintendent of the ji be seen, by reference to that act, that it was mani- 
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festly the intention of Congress in passing it that 
the Superintenne 


of the two 


ient of Printing should be au officer 
Houses of Congress—the intention 
niost evidently was that the printing of the two 
should be under their own charge, and 
two Llouses should not be under the di- 
rection or control of, or in any way dependent 
upon, or beholden to, any Department, any bureau, 
or any man or set of men whatever, for their 
printing, with the single exception of their own 
Superintendentof Printing. ‘i‘he Superintendent, 
and he alone, between us and the 
paper-makers on one hand, and between us and 
the public printer on the other. 

Let me make another remark here, sir, in rela- 
tion to that printing law; and whether right or 
wrong, it shows that Congress did not intend that 
any Department should intervene or control the 
Superintendent. 

The third section of the law, which was partly 
read by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovs- 
TON,]| mi ikes the Superintendent the person to in- 
Spect the papers and the printing, and then to 
audit and settle the accounts of the public printer; 
and it goes sull further, and provides what I think 
is objectionable, (if there is anything that is ob- 
jectionable in that third section.) It provides, in 
substance, that his certificate shall 
itself, a sufficient warrant or voucher upon which 
to get the money named in it from the Treasury, 
without any es ssential control in any quarter what- 
ever. 

It may be, sir, that this third section should be 
amended. In fact,inmy j judgment, it ought to be. 
I was op posed to it, as giving too plenary a power 
to the Superintendent, when the law was passed; 
but itis, in my opinion, quite conclusive that the 
spiritof that act was in opposition to the views now 
entertained by my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jones. 

I think there can be no reasonable doubt that it 
was the object of the last Congress, in passing 
that section, that Congress itself should have and 
keep the control of the printing, and of paying for 
it, and settling the accounts for printing through 
its own Superintendent. 

After providing, in substance, that it shall, 
among other things, be the duty of the Superin- 
tendent to receive all matter ordered by the Senate 
and House to be printed, ard also all matter 
ordered to be printed by the heads of Departments, 
and bureaus, and to keep a faithful account of the 
same ina given way; that he shall deliver it tothe 
public printer, or printers; that he shall inspect the 
work when executed, and record, in books kept 
forthe purpose, the dates of its return, and whether 
executed in a neat and workmanlike manner, upon 
the paper furnished by him to the public printer, 
and the amount allowed for the printing; wv it 
shall be his duty to supervise the os printing 
to inspect the work when executed, to see it is 
done with neatness and dispatch, and to report 
all failures by the printer to the Joint Committee 
on Printing; most of which was read by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, [Mr. Houston.] This 
third section goes on to say: 

“fe (the Superintendent) shall issue his certificate for 
the amount due to the public printer for such work as shall 
have been faithfully executed, which certificate shall be 
made payable to the public printer at the Treasury of the 
United States, and shall not be assignable or trans 
by endorsement or delivery to any third person, 
ficat: of the Superintendent”’— 

Yes, sir, of the Superintendent; so the section 
reads— 

—‘‘shall be a sufficient voucher for the Comptroller to 
pass,and for theTreasurer, upon the order of the Second 
Comptroller, to pay the same.’? 


biouses 


that the 


vas to stand 
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Such, sir, was the judgment; such was the lan- 


guage of the Congress which passed that bill. [I 
again submit, they did not intend to leave their 
Superintendent subject to any acenaaaa or bu- 
reau. 

So much with reference to the instructions to go 
to the committee with this bill, as proposed by the 
gentleman et Tennessee. 

Now, sir, a few words in reference to the in- 
creuse of foree proposed by this bill. ] recret 
that the of the case requires it athe 
I have as little tnclinatio: 
it, if unnecessar Vv, as any member here; 
hut there is a vast amount of labor cast gts this 
Superintendent, and he wants skill as weil as 
labor. I recollect, sir, I offered a joint resolution 
at the short seszion of the last Congress, to give 


necessities of 
hands of the House. 


to give 


be, in and of 


duty—cou.ts all 
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the then Superintendent of Public 
clerks and a messenger. Mr. 


Printing two 
‘Towers was then 
Superintendent, and he needed the he! 
ne was a very cay al 
tor the 

| weil joint resolut On Was Op- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois, {| Mr. Rieu- 
ARDSON,]| and he carried the feelings and the sense 
of the House with him, upon the 
would be establishing a bureau. 
the 


p, although 
je and quite competent man 
business. 


reinemoer my 


eround that it 

He defeated 
resolution; but upon a reconsideration, on a 
‘The 
Senate concurred in it,and the clerks and messen- 
ger were employed; but the resolution got mislaid 
in the Senate, and never 
President for his signature. 

Since that 


subsequent day, the resolution was passed. 


was presented to the 


lime, sir, we have added very ma- 
terially to the duties of the Superintendent, some 
of which additional duties | will mention, and then 
leave the subject with the House. 

We provided in one section — the civil and 
diplomatic appr opriation bill of last year, that he 
shall superviseand mnspectall the bine ling of docu- 
ments orde red by hom Houses S. 


hie han tion, to 
binder, after he has bound 
the work, delivers itto the Superintendent of Pub- 
lie Printing here at the folding room. ‘Then the 
Superintendent examines and inspects the work, 
and decides and certifies whether the prin’ ing and 
binding have been done according to t! 
with the printer and with the binder. 

After this has all been performed, the Superin- 


froin 
Phe publie 


F0eS there, by 


lic printers, 
the binders. 


re contracts 


tendent, | understand—and no doubt such is his 
books that have been de- 
livered, and certifies to the number. That certifi- 
cate is one of the certificates provided for in the 
third section, which I haveread. Without that cer- 
tificate neither the printer nor tne binder can get 
one cent of their pay. ‘This duty alone very ma- 
terially increases the labors to be performed by 
this officer. 

There is 


the 


another subject, sir, which is the 
source of considerable labor and annoyance to the 
Superintendent of Public Printing. | refer to the 
engraving. ‘There is alarge amount of engraving 
done by order of Congress. I believe it is all con- 
tracted for by the Committee on Engraving, with- 
out the aid or interference of the Superintendent. 
Under their contracts the engravings are delivered 
here in boxes. Some are brought to the lower 
rooms of this House, some are sent to the binders, 
and oe to the public printers. The Superin- 
tendent, by the eee in the — and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill, already referred to, is 
bound to takee _ irge of this brane ‘h of business, 

and to receive, in 

property, and ca 


ect, and take care of this pu blie 
responsible for nt. And when 
ibout him, finds some of it in one 
some in another. He collects it as 
can, counts the sheets; and if they do not 
hold out, we suffer loss to that amount. 

Kor these various reasons—and | have endeav- 
ored to make the statement as short as I could—lI 
think this increase of force should be granted to 
this oflicer. {tthink the present Superintendent, 
though lacking the experience of the late Super- 
intendent in reference to doing business in Wash- 
ington, ined to discharge his duties as well 
as he knows how; but I believe he will not be able 
to getalong with his present force. | have deemed 
it my duty to say this much. Although I am op- 
posed to giving an unnecessary number of clerks 
to this officer, | believe thata [ card tothe 
transaction of the business of the 
Congress, requires that this force 
creased, 

Mr. JONES, 
man from New 
isk him one 
what convers 


he bezins to look ¢ 
! 
place, and 


best ne 











sinc! 
IS Incl 


proper re 
should be In- 


of Tennessee. Before 
York yields the floor, | wish to 
question. ‘The gent!eman is some- 
ant with this subject, 


o! 
he ventle- 


and says that 
Now, | wish 


nerease of 


some additional force is necessary. 
to ask him whether it is an ine 
force that the Superintendent needs, 
is not a prac ical printer? 


Mr. HAVEN. 1] 


passes, the 


es } 
crerical 


or whether it 


this bill 
ic Printing 
vould act most wise iy if he em} loyed practical 
printers uy der it as clerks. 

Mr. JONES. Lask the — whether it 
atare needed? lask him whether it 
is clerical duties which they areunable to perform, 


have no doubt, if 
Superimtendent of the Publ 


‘ i 
is ciervs th 


or whether, if additional force is needed atall, the , 


House, and of 
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Superintendent does not need the services ofa prac- 


printer to assist him in seetn@ that the bust- 
ness of Superintendent is properly done? 
° Mr. HAVEN. In answer to the gentleman, I 
Wil Say tnat, if the services of a practical printer 
ire ed ad, this bi will enable him to select as 


his additional clerks practical printers, and men 
to discharge clerical duties. I 
recommend him, by all means, to select 
good, practical printers and clerkly business men. 
[ think, Mr. Speaker, this bill ought to pass. 


Mr. HIBBARD. 


gested by 


' 
competent, also, 


should 


Whether the alteration sug- 
y the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ought to be made or not, lam not pre- 
pared to say. It may be that changes are needed, 
and ought to be made; but now is not the time, 
nor is it the proper manner in which to go into this 
investigation. Wehave been told that more force 
of some kind is needed in the office of the Super- 
intendent of the Public Printing. So 
mittees in the Senate and in the House 
formed us, and so the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Haven] has informed us. 

It will be remembered, that we have now 
two public printers, one for the and one 
for the Senate; and it is understood that that adds 
materially to the business of the office. Wehave 
ordered an unusually large amount of pul blie print- 
ine for this period of the ses and for this, 
and otherreasons which I do not nidaianed to be 
controverted, 


JoNeE S} 


the com- 


have in- 


also, 


House, 


sion; ; 


vere should be an ad- 
ditional force; and if clerks who understand print- 
ing practically are needed, it is to be presumed 
tha itsuch will be appointed. I hope that the in- 

truetions of the centleman from 
not be agreed to, as the subject can be taken up at 
some otier time, and the requisite changes in the 
law made. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I threw in a little opposi- 
tion to this resolution the other day, but ] am so 
well satisfied by the statements that have been 
made all around me that it ought to pass that I 
content myself with moving the previous ques- 
tion, as the amendments to the law can be made 
hereafter. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. Do I understand the 
gentleman to say that he intends to vote for the 
instructions proposed by the gentleman from 
Tennessee? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
the instructions. 
if necessary. 

Mr. JONES. It is necessary to hurry through 
this resolution. Some persons are waiting for 
these two offices. (A lauch.) 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, ca 
on the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. 

FAULKNER were appointed. 

The question was then put; 
ported—6 in the affirmative. 
not insisted on. 


it seems that th 


‘Tennessee will 


No: I shall vote avainst 
We can amend the law hereafter, 


lled for tellers 
FLORENCE 


and the tellers re- 
A further count was 


So the previous question received a second. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 
The question was taken; and, on a division, 


there were—ayes 51, noes 72. 

Mr. FLORENCE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the Speaker there 
fore decided that the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, 
his motion t »commit, 


demanded tellers on 
with instructions. 

and Mes rs. 
and FauLKNeR were appointed. 
taken, 


the tellers h 


Tellers were ordered: FLORENCE 


The question was and the motion was 


lt avine repo 


dis iwreed to, rtel—ayes 41, 
noes wot counted. : 

The joint resolution was then ordered to be en- 
crossed and read a third time 
it was read a third time. 


Mr. JONES demanded the yeas 


the 


; and being engrossed, 


and 1 ryson 


passage of and 


the resolution, they were 
ordered. j 
Mr. LILLY. 
adjourn. 
The qnestion was taken, and the motion was 


disagreed to. 
‘ 


I move that the House do now 


1 
stion was then taken unon the nassace 





of the resol ition, and there w 


y i, na 
61; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Appleton, Banks, Belcher, Bens 
Bissell, Chandler, Chastain, Chrisman, Clingman. ¢ 
Crocker, Thomas Davis, Dawsou, Dent, Diekinson, Dis 


ney, Dowdell, Dunbar, Eddy, Edmands, Everhart, Fariey, 
Faulkner, Flagler, Florence, Franklin, Fuller, Gamble, 
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Giddings, 
Jan, Hastings, 


Goodrich, Green, Greenwood, Grow, Aaron Har 
Havea, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Howe, Hughes, 
Hunt, Ingersoll, Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, 
Knox, Latham, Lindley, McNair, Maxwell, Mayall, Mid 
dleswarth, Jolin G. Miller, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Mordecai Oliver. Orr, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop 
Perkins. Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, Preston, Pringle, Riddle, 
David Ritehie, Robbins, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, 
Seymour, Simmons, Skelton, Gerrit Smith, Richard H. 
Stanton, Andrew Stuart, John J. Taylor, John L. ‘Tay 
lor, Thurston, Tracy, Tweed, Upham, Vatl, Walbridge, 
Walker, Elhhu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, 
Tappan Wentworth, Hendrick B. Wright, and Yates—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Ball, 
Barry, Boyce, Brooks, Bugg, Campbell, Caruthers, Clark, 
Cobb, Corwin, Craige, Cullom, John G. Davis, Edgerton, 
Englizh, Ewing, Goode, Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hendricks, Houston, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, 
Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, Lindsley, MeCulloch, MeMullin, 
McQueen, Macy, Matteson, May, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Morgan, Morrison, Nichols, Noble, John Perkins, Ready, 
Richardson, Thomas Ritchey, Ruthin, Sage, Seward, Shaw, 
William Smith, George W. Smyth, Suodgrass, Hestor L. 
Stevens, Stratton, Straub, Trout. Vansant, Wade, Walsh, 
Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, and Zollicotfter—61. 

So the resolution was passed. 


Mr. MURRAY. I moveto reconsider the vote 
just taken, and to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the tal le. 

The question was put, and the latter motion was 
avreed to, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved that 
the ELouse adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly, at three o’clock and 
forty-five minutes, adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, February 7, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Witiiam HL. Mirporn. 
3 heJourns al of yesterday wasread and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, announcing that 
its Speaker had signed an enrolled bill giving 
further time for satisfying claims for bounty lands, 
and for other purposes; which thereupon received 
the signature of the President pro tempore. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of Ed- 
ward Rudd, of Elizabeth City county, Virginia, 
heir of Edward Rudd, deceased, praying compen- 


sation for negroes taken from ‘his father by the | 


British forces in the war of 1812; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. W ALKER presented a memorial of citizens 
of Washington, praying that measures be taken 
for the early introduction of the Russ pavement 
upon Pennsylvania avenue; which was referred to 
the Committee for the Distric t of Columbia. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I[havein my hand five memo- 
rials, signed by officers and soldiers of the war of 
1812. They pray that the bounty land law may 


be so amended as to grant bounty land to all those | 


who have performed actual service under the 
State or the United States Government in any 
war since 1776. I move the reference of these 
memorials to the Committee on Public Lands. 

They were so referred. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Mary 
Carlton, widow of Moses Carlton, a soldier in the 

var of the Revolution, praying to be placed on 
the pension list, under the act of July 7, 1838; 
which, together with the petition and papers in 
the same case before presented, on the files of the 
Senate, was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented two petitions of,own- 
ers of property and residents in the District of 
Columbia, praying that George W. Yerby and 
others be authorized to construct a railroad from 
Georgetown to the navy-yard, in the District of 
Columbia; which were referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of Barton 
Ricketson, praying remuneration for his services 
and expenses in removing wrecks at the Delaware 
breakwater; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. ‘ 

Mr. GWIN presented the petition of the heirs 
of Brigadier General Richard B Mason, of the 
Army, praying certain allowances in the settle- 
iment of his accounts as civiland military governor 
of Celiferains which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


THE CONGRESSION AL GLOBE. 


Mr. CHASE presented two petitions of citizens 
of Cincinnau, Ohio, praying the aid of Govern- 
ment in the construction of a new canal around 
the falls of the Ohio, on the Indiana side of the 
river; which was referred to the Comunittee on 
Roads and Canais. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of Mrs. 
M. Van Ness, praying that whatever amount may 
be allowed on the claim of her late husband, ¢ 
P. Van Ness, may be paid to her, and not to the 
administrators; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, Tivat the petition of Otway H. Berryman be 


Withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the 
Comumutiee On Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, it 
was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the Broad Street Bridge 
Com any, of Nashville, Tennessee, be withdrawn from 


the files of the Senate, and reterred to the Comuinittee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. DAWSON, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the flies of the Senate 
relating to the claim of Jolin Shley be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, and reterred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Pateut Office. 

On motion by Mr. SMITH, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John F. Webb, the petition 
of Robert Steele, and the petition of Lucretia W. Llubbard, 
aud other heirs of Elijah Ranson, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, and referred to the Comunitwee on Pen- 
stots. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, trom the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom were referred three pe- 
titions of citizens of Ohio, praying that the unsold 
public lands in that State may be granted for the 
use of public schools therein, asked to be dis- 
charged from their further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following peti- 
tions, submitted adverse reports thereon: 

Petition of Claudia Stuart, praying a pension 
for the loss of her son James Stuart, who was 
killed in battle; 

Petition of Sophia G. Dillingham, praying a 
pension on account of the services of her father, 
Elisha Dillingham, during the war of the Revolu- 
tion; and the 

Petition of Edward Wheeler, praying a pension 
in consideration of the services of his father, Sam- 
uel Wheeler, during the war of the Revolution. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the documents in 
relation to the claim of Thomas B. Parsons for 
arrears of pension, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, 


invalid pensions in certain cases, submitted a re- 
port recommending its passage; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Amos Knapp, pray- 
ing that the pension allowed him may be made to 
commence from the 3d of eee 1848, submitied 
a report, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Maria Morell, widow of the late Hon. George 
Morell, one of the judges of the supreme court of 
Michigan Territory, praying compensation for 
the services of her late husband as a member of 
the board for the adjustment of land titles in De- 
troit, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
to provide compensation for the services of George 
Morell in adjusting titles to land in Michigan; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed, 

SENATE CONTINGENT FUND. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
message from the House, announcing that they 
had receded from their first, third, fourth, fifth, and 
seventh amendmente, agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to their sixth amendment, and insisted 
upon their second amendment to the Senate bill, 
to regulate the disbursement of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, and for other purposes. 


to whom 
was referred the bill to authorize the payment of 


| ment, to strike out that clause. 


Feb. 1. 


T he amendments from which the Seon recede, 
are the following: 

The first is to strike out of the first section of the 
— which is as follows: 

‘That all moneys which have been, or may hereafter be, 
soimatiens d tor the compensation of members and officers, 
and for the contingent expenses of the Senate, shall be 
paid out of the Treasury on requisition drawn by the Sec 
retary of the Senate, and shall be kept, disbursed, and ac- 
counted for by him according to law: and the said Secretary 
shall be deemed a disbursing otticer, and shall be allowed 
the sum of $1,000 per annum as a compensation, over and 
above his salary as Secretary of the Senate, for the duties 
hereby imposed upen him,” 


—the words ‘and officers, and for the contingent 
exnenses.’ 

The third is in the second section of the bill, 
which is as follows: 

“And he it further enacted, That in lieu of the bond now 
required by law to be given by the Secretary of the Senate, 
he shall give bond to the United States, within ten days 
after the passage of this act, with oue or more sureties, to 
be approved by the Comptrollers of the Treasury, in the 
penal snin of $20,000, with condition for the faithtul appli 
caution and disbursement of such funds as may be drawn 
from the ‘Treasury under this act, which bond shall be de- 
posit’ din the Comptrotiers’ othice ; and it shall be the duty 
of each and every Secretary of the Senate who may here 
after be chosen, to give bond as atoresaid, within thirty 
days after he enters upon the duties of his office, and before 
making any requisition as atoresaid.”’ 

—to insert the words ** in addition to,’ 
of the words **in lieu of.’’ 

The fourth and fifth is in the second section, 
in the clause **to be approved by the Comp- 
trollers of the Treasury,’ > after the words ‘Shy 
the’’ to insert ‘* First,” so that it shall make the 
bond to be given **to be approved by the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury;”’ and also to insert 
** First”? before ** Comptroller’? where it subse- 
quently occurs. 

The seventh was in the title of the bill. 

The amendment of the Senate to the amend- 
ment of the House to which the House agree, was 
to amend the sixth amendment of the House, 
which was to strike out the third section of the 
bill, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That the accounts of the 
Secretary of the Senate, of his disbursements of moneys on 
account of the contingent expenses of the Senate, when 
passed by the committee to audit and control such contin- 
gent expenses, and certified to have been so passed by the 
chairman of such committee, shall be deemed and held con- 
clusive by all the officers of the Treasury Department,” 
—by substituting for it the foilowing: 

Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the said Secretary of the Senate to deposit the 
moneys aforesaid which may come into his hands with a 
depository, who may be designated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, for other disbursing officers in the city of Wash- 


in place 


| ington; and all payments on account of the pay or mileage 
| Of members of the Senate, and all payments of their officers 


and for the contingent expenses of the Senate, shall be by 
drafts drawn by the Secretary on sueli depository. 


And the second amendment of the House upon 
which they insist, is to strike out of the first sec- 
tion the following words: 

* And shall be 
a cotupensation, 
the Senate, for the duties hereby imposed upon bimn.’”’ 


allowed the suin of $1,000 per annum, as 
over and above his saliry as Seeretary of 


The pending question was on the motion of 
Mr. Hunrer, that the Senate recede from their 
disagreement to the second amendment of the 
House. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I would like to know the 
purport of that from which we are asked to re- 
cede. 

Mr. HUNTER. Thesection from which it is 
proposed we shall recede, is that which allows 
$1,000 additional compensation to the Secretary 
of the Senate. The House moved, as an amend- 
We disagree to 
theiramendment. They have now agreed to all 
of the bil! except that, and I moved to recede from 
our disagreement to that amendment. 

Mr. BADGER. J moved an adjournment yes- 
terday evening when this question came up, with 
the view of inquiring whether it was proper that 
the Senate should take a stand In favor of their 
igi proposition. Iam willing to recede, as we 
vide for this out of our contingent fund 
er. 
motion to recede was agreed to. 


NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill to organize the 
Territory of Nebraska. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I stated last evening, before 
we adjourned, that | would confer with the Sena- 
tors friendly to this bill, and propose an amend- 


can pr 





